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PART  II. 


PRONOUNS. 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  PERSONS. 

326.  J N  these  pronouns  the  genders  are  not  distinguished 
in  any  of  the  Indo-European  languages ;  and  all  the  sister 
dialects  agree  with  one  another  surprisingly  in  this  point, 
that  the  nominative  singular  first  person  is  from  a  diffe- 
rent base  from  that  from  which  the  oblique  cases  come. 
It  is,  Sanscrit  ^r^  ahamy  Zend  9^ja)  azenh  Greek  670),  La- 
tin ego^  Gothic  iky  Lithuanian  asz,  Old  Sclavonic  ax.  The 
am  of  W^  aJiam  is  a  termination  like  that  in  tvam, 
"thou,"  ayam,  "this,"  and  svayam^  "self;"  and  in  the 
plural,  vayanh  "  we,"  yuyam>  "  ye."  The  iEolic  eycoi/  an- 
swers better  than  eyca  to  ahkm ;  but  I  would  prefer  lyov,  in 
order  to  explain  the  lengthening  of  the  vowel  in  eyo)  as  a  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  the  nasal.  The  abbreviated  eycS 
may,  however,  have  reacted  on  the  more  complete  eycSi',  and 
may  have  imparted  to  it  the  length  of  its  vowel.  In  the 
other  European  languages,  except  the  Latin,  the  entire 
termination  has  disappeared,  as  is  also  the  case  in  Greek 
and  Latin  in  ov,  tv,  iUf  answering  to  the  Sanscrit-Zend  ivam 

(from  tu-am^  ^^p  turn  (§.  42.).  To  the  latter,  however, 
answers  the  Boeot.  rovv,  and  the  97  of  the  Doric  and  Lacon. 
Tvvfj,  rovvfi  is,  perhaps,  an  unorganic  addition,  as,  in  Gothic, 
the   a  in   pronominal  accusatives  (iha-na  for  than,   from 
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tham,  (§.  149.) :  if  not,  vrj  must  be  regarded  as  an  annexed 
particle.  The  oblique  cases,  in  Sanscrit,  have  in  the  first 
person  mOf  and  in  the  second  tva,  as  theme,  which  is 
lengthened,  however,  in  some  cases,  by  the  admixture  of  an 
i  (compare  §.  15S.);  hence  me,  tvS.  On  the  other  hand,  tva, 
in  the  dative,  abbreviates  itself  to  tu  {tu-bhyam),  from  which, 
also,  the  nominative  tv-am:  in  the  genitive  tav~a  the  u  of 
tu  receives  the  Guna,  or  the  a  of  iva  is  transposed.  To 
the  base  ma  answers  the  Greek  MO,  which  forms  the  base  of 
the  genitive  /xoS,  and  dative  ^ot.  The  e  of  *£M0  rests  on  the 
prevailing  disposition  of  the  Greek  to  prefix  a  vowel  to 
forms  beginning  with  a  consonant,  as  ovofia,  oSov^,  6<f>pv£, 
e\a)(v^9  answering  to  ndma,  dantors,  bhru-s,  laghu-s,  "  light.'** 
The  o  of  MO,  *EMO  is  interchanged  with  e  (see  §.  3.) :  hence 
e/x6io,  kfxedev  for  cfioio,  e/jLo-dev  (compare  irodevt  a\\o-0ei/,  and 
others);  e/xeo  for  kfxoo;*  kfiev,  /xeS  for  e/xoG,  /xoG.  In  the 
iEolic-Doric  forms  e/xevg,  e/iov^,  as  in  reOf,  reovg,  the  2  is 
a  later  addition,  introduced  by  the  necessity  for  a  2  as  a  geni- 
tive character,  after  the  old  genitive  2 — which,  according  to 
§.  189.,  in  the  o  declension  did  not  stand  at  the  end  but  in  the 
middle — had  been  long  lost.  Compare,  in  this  respect,  the 
regained  genitive  sibilants  in  New  German  forms  like 
Herzens  (p.  167.).  In  the  uninflected  accusative  /xe,  e/xe,  the 
case  parallel  with  that  of  a  final  e  for  o,  which  latter  might  have 
been  expected,  as  in  §.  204.,  with  the  e  of  the  vocative  At/#ce. 
As  to  the  dispensing  with  the  accusative  nasal,  however,  it  is 
important  to  remark,  that,  in  Sanscrit,  for  mdm,  '*  me,"'  and 
tvdm,  "  thee,"  are  also  used  md,  tvd,  without  the  sign  of  the 
case ;  and  the  rejection  of  the  m  has,  perhaps,  next  given 
occasion  to  the  lengthening  of  the  a;  so  that  here  that 
would  hold  good  with  regard  to  mdm  and  tvdm  that  was 


*  The  form  \vko7o  would  have,  according  to  the  usual  mles  of  con- 
traction, to  be  compared  with  \vKovy  after  loss  of  the  i  through  an  inter- 
vening \VK€0, 
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conjectured  above  of  eyiiv  for  eyoi/.  •  The  Latin  supports  in 
like  manner,  by  its  accusatives  me  and  te,  the  ancient  loss 
of  the  inflexion. 

327.   The  theme  of  the  second  person  tva  divides  itself  in 
Greek,  after  the  vowel  or  semi>vowel  has  been  lost,  into 
the  forms  2Y  and  20,   for  2f0,   and  the  o  is  exchanged 
with  e,  as  in  the  first  person,  treio,  aidev,  &c.     II.  VIII.  37. 
the  e  of  T€o7o — Teo-((r)io^stands,  as  it  appears,  as  a  melt- 
ing of  the  f  ,  or  thinning  of  the  v  (as  irip^c-wf  for  injxy^)  i 
and  a  pre-supposed  rfwrio  or  rnoaio   would  correspond  ex- 
cellently to  the  Zend  thma-h^A^  to  which  a  Sanscrit  ^o- 
sya   would  answer,  in  case  thmahyA,   which  formerly  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  an  instrumental,  is  really  a  genitive, 
as,  according  to  p.  28(),  Rem.  3.,  can  scarcely  be   doubted. 
The  Grothic  has  weakened  the  a  of  the  base  ma  to  u  and 
contracted  the   termination    va   of   the  2d   person   to  u; 
hence  ML  THU,  dative  mi-s,  thu-s,  accusative  mi-kf  thu-k. 
The  genitive  is,  in  Sanscrit,  in  departure  from  all  other  ge- 
nitives, mama,  iaixu     The  former  appears  to  have  arisen 
by  reduplication ;  the  Zend,  however,   substitutes    for   it 
mana  ;    and,   in  the  Gothic,  na  has  assumed  so  much   the 
character  of  an  inflexion,  that  it  has  made  its  way  also  into 
the  2A  person  and  the  3d  person,  which  is  void  of  gender; 
mei-naf  thei-na,  sei-na.      Theina  I  regard  as  an  abbrevia- 
tion of  tkceirnai  as  sei-na  from  svei-na,  for  fhuna  must  have 
sprung  from  THU.      As,  however,  ^  ma  has,  in  Gothic, 
become  ML  and  from  this  has  been  formed,  by  lengthen- 
ing it,  MEI\  so   might    also   iW  tva  become   THVI  and 
THFEL    According  to  this,  the  genitive  theina — as  the  ab- 
breviation of  tkveina — ^in  respect  to  its  base,  has  the  same 
relation  to  thu,  that,  in  Greek,  aov  (from  cFov)  has  to  01;,  or 
that  T€v  (from  rFev)  has  to  rv. 

*  The  ittison  of  the  lengthening  might  be  looked  for,  also,  in  the  words 
being  monosyllabic;  which,  howeyer,  takes  place  also  in  the  ablative 
mdtytffdt. 
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328.  In  Latin,  as  in  Gothic,  the  a  of  the  Indian  ma  has 
been  weakened  to  i,  and  this,  in  a  measure,  has  changed  the 
declension  of  the  pronoun  from  the  second,  which,  according 
to  §.  116.,  was  to  have  been  expected,  into  the  third  :  dative 
mi-Id  for  mSP^  ma-hyam  (§.  215.) ;  accusative  me  for  mem 
(as  hoste-m  from  HOST  J),  not  mu  for  mum;  ablative  me 
from  med,  not  mo  from  mod  =  Sanscrit  in^^  mat.  The  ge- 
nitive met  rests,  according  to  §.  200.,  on  the  locative  nftr 
may-i  (euphonic  for  mSi),  and  belongs,  therefore,  to  the 
lengthened  theme  ^  mS.  In  the  second  person,  according  to 
the  analogy  of  meif  the  form  tvei  might  have  been  ex- 
pected from  Fiftr  fvay-if  which  may  originally  have  existed, 
but  in  the  actual  condition  of  the  language  is  impossible, 
for  V  cannot  consist  with  a  preceding  consonant,  but  in  this 
position  is  either  resolved  into  u,  and  at  times,  indeed, 
with  the  sacrifice  of  the  vowel  following,  as  in  sud-o,  an- 
swering to  f^r^  mrf,  "  to  sweat'';  or  has  itself  disappeared, 
as  in  caniSf  answering  to  svan,  "  a  dog,''  sonus  for  svonus, 
answering  to  svana-s,  **  a  tone";  or  has  dislodged  the  pre- 
ceding consonant,  as  above  (p.  424),  in  bis,  as  a  hardening 
of  vis,  from  dms.  We  should  hence  have  to  expect  for 
tui,  together  with  some  other  forms,  also  id  (for  tveiX  as 
also  ti'bi  may  be  taken  as  an  abbreviation  of  tvi-bi:  for 
although  the  dative  in  Sanscrit  is  tu-bhyam,  and  the  trans- 
ition from  u  to  i  in  Latin  is  not  unusual  (fourth  declension 
i^bus  for  u-bus)t  still  the  Sanscrit  contraction  of  tva-bhyam 
to  tu-bhyam  is  scarcely  of  so  old  a  date  as  to  serve  for  a 
point  of  departure  for  the  Latin  ti-bi;  and  I  therefore  pre- 
fer considering  tibU  sibi,  as  abbreviations  of  tvi-bu  svi-bi, 
than  as  corruptions  of  tu-bi,  su-bu 

329.  In  Sanscrit,  me^  te,  exist  as  co-forms  for  the  geni- 
tive and  dative  {mama,  tava,   mahyam,   tubhyani):  te,  how- 


*  The  Greek  <f>»vfi  is,  probably,  an  analogous  word,  and  would,  accord- 
ingly, stand  for  a<imvn- 
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ever,  is  clearly  an  abbreviation  of  fv.^,  and  I  have  found 
this  opinion,  which  I  have  expressed  before,  supported  by 
Rosen''s  Veda-specimen  (p.  26),  and  by  the  Zend.  The 
latter  gives  j^oi^thrvdi  for  the  Veda  tvS;  but  at  the  same 
time,  also,  the  abbreviated  forms  j^^  i6i  and  |O(0  tS;  by 
which,  as  it  were,  the  way  of  corruption  is  pointed  out  to 
the  Latin  ti-bi  and  Gothic  thei-na.  Although,  according  to 
§.  326.,  ^  m^  and  i^  tv§  lie  at  the  bottom  of  several  cases  as 
the  theme,  still,  perhaps,  these  forms,  together  with  the  ab- 
breviated te^  where  they  appear  as  genitives  or  datives,  are 
not  to  be  regarded  as  naked  bases,  as  it  is  contrary  to  the 
genius  of  the  language  to  introduce  such  a  theme  as  the 
one  spoken  of  ;*  but  they  may  be  explained  as  locatives, 
according  to  the  principle  of  the  common  a  bases  (§.  196.)i 
as,  in  Sanscrit,  the  locative  very  frequently  supplies  the 
place  of  the  dative,  and  the  dative  relation  is  expressed 
by  the  genitive  even  more  commonly  than  by  the  dative. 
But  li^me  and  i^  fe,  i^  tve,  and  the  corresponding  Zend 
forms,  are  really  locatives,  they  are  then,  according  to 
§.  196.,  identical  with  the  Greek  datives  yuoi,  coi  or  roi  which, 
however,  must  be  compared  with  the  actual  locatives  nfti 
mw/U  ?rf^  tvoM^i,  by  casting  out  the  semi- vowel,  ii  ^m^  and 
^  t^  should  pass  as  uninflected  themes,  extended  only  me- 
chanically. 

330.  The  genitives  HH  mamOf  Asyjo^  maita,  and  tava, 
serve  the  Lithuanian,  and,  with  the  exception  of  the  ablar 
tive  and  genitive,  also  the  Old  Sclavonic,  as  the  groundwork 
of  the  oblique  singular  cases.  They  are  recognised  with 
a  weakening  of  the  final  a  to  i  most  distinctly  in  the  Li- 
thuanian instrumental  and  locative  manimit  tnaniye,  tammu 
tamiye.     The  genitive,  dative,  and  accusative  are  anoma- 


*  The  case  is  different  when  a  word,  by  nibbing  off  the  termina- 
tion, sinks  back  again  into  the  condition  of  a  theme ;  besides,  only  neuters 
exhibit  the  pure  theme  in  the  nominative,  ablative  and  vocative  singular. 
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lous — manens,  tawens,  man,  taw,  manen,  tanfen, — ^but  have,  in 
like  manner,  proceeded  from  the  old  genitive.  In  Old 
Sclavonic,  the  accusative  mya,  tya,  still  remains  upon  the 
old  footing,  and  answers  to  Ki  md,  "  me,*"  tit  tvd,  "  thee,*"  ac- 
cording to  §.  255.  n.,  with  loss  of  the  v  in  the  second  person. 
The  genitive  mcne,  "  of  me,'"  answers  exactly  to  the  2iend 
mana  (see  §.  255.  a.)  and  tebe,  "  of  thee,''^  to  the  Indo-Zend 
fava^  Considered  from  a  Sclavonic  point  of  view,  however, 
MENi  TEB  must  be  regarded  as  themes,  and  e  for  es 
as  the  common  genitive  termination  (§.  269.).  MNO, 
TEBOy  and  TOBO,  clearly  lie  as  themes  at  the  bottom  of 
the  dative-locative  tnuye,  tebye. 

331.  The  plural  in  the  pronoun  first  person  is,  in  most 
of  the  Indo-European  languages,  distinct  in  base  from  the 
singular.  I  have  already  elsewhere  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain  this  on  the  ground  that  "  I '"  is  properly  incapable 
of  a  plural,  for  there  is  but  one  '^  I  '^ ;  and  the  notion 
"we"  comprehends  "me"  and  an  indefinite  number  of 
other  individuals,  each  of  which  may  even  belong  to  a 
difierent  species ;  while  by  leones  a  plurality  of  individuals 
is  represented,  of  which  each  is  a  lion.  And  the  case  is 
similar  with  the  plurals  of  all  other  substantives,  adjec- 
tives, and  pronouns ;  for  **  they'"  is  a  multiplying  of  "he, 
and  "  ye"  may  be  rather  regarded  as  the  plural  of  "  thou, 
than  "we"  as  the  plural  of  "I."  Where,  however,  the 
idea  "  we"  is  expressed  by  the  plural  of  "  I,"  it  there  hap- 
pens on  account  of  the  preponderating  feeling  of  our  own 
personality,  in  which  the  "  not  I "  is  drowned,  and  is  left 
unnoticed,  or  is  supplied  by  the  custom  of  the  language. 
Hence  one  might  seek  to  adjust  the  Sanscrit  nominative 
^in^  vayam  (from  v§  +  am)  by  the  frequent  interchange  of 
m  and  v  (§.  63.)  with  the  lengthened  singular  base  ^  mS 


^^ 


^^ 


*  Hist.  Phil.  Trans,  of  the  Ac.  of  Litt.  for  the  year  1824.  p.  134. 
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(p.  458),  an  interchange  which  must,  however,  be  very  old, 
since  the  German,  scarcely  by  accident,  partakes  in  it, 
and  which  may  be  favoured  by  the  circumstance  that 
there  exists  actually  an  internal  motive  for  a  difference  in 
the  base  syllable. 

332.  In  the  Vedas  occurs  also  a-sm^  for  vca^am  ;  and  this 
€am§  is,  according  to  §.  228.,  formed  from  the  theme  aamcu 
from  which  also,  in  the  common  Sanscrit,  all  the  oblique 
cases  proceed,  and  to  which  the  Greek  attaches  itself  in  the 
nominative ;  for  the  most  genuine  i^lic  form  a/Ajuef  stands, 
by  assimilation,  for  acr/xe;  (see  §.  170.),  as  I/a/h/  from  efriil^ 
Sanscrit  asmi,  **  I  am."  For  afxfxe^,  however,  of/Kfioi  ought  to 
be  the  corresponding  word  to  the  Veda  asmi ;  as  the  theme 
axfiia,  according  to  §.  1 16.,  would,  in  the  Greek,  sound  A2MO : 
however,  by  dropping  the  final  vowel,  the  Greek  form  has 
wandered  into  the  department  of  another  declension.  The 
same  is  the  case  with  vfifie^,  answering  to  the  Veda  yushme 
(euphonic  for  yusmS).  On  the  other  hand,  ^fiei^,  vfiei^,  pre- 
suppose a  theme  *HMI,  'YMI,  the  i  of  which  is  to  be  taken  as 
a  weakening  of  the  Indian  a  of  asma,  yushma  ;  as,  in  Gothic, 
UNSL  IZVI  (§.  167.)  with  UNSA,  IZVA.  The  genitives 
aiijie-'iav,  ififie-aVf  also — ^for  aixfju-tav,  vfxfii-uiv,  and  in  the  com- 
mon language  ^^iHv,  v/xS^v — shew  that  they  are  deduced  from 
bases  in  / :  just  so  the  datives  17/itv,  vfiiv,  for  r/fu-iv,  vyu-iv, 
with  IV  for  the  Indian  termination  bhyam  in  asmabhyam, 
yushmabhyam  (§.  222).  The  accusatives  17/xaf,  v/xay  are  con- 
tractions of  an  unusual  kind  from  ij/xi-ar,  vfii-d^,  for  which 
might  be  expected  r/fug,  vfjug,  or  rjfiei^,  i/xeTj.  The  -^Eolic 
forms  aft/x6,  vfifie  are  uninflected,  as  in  the  singular  jue,  ae ; 
and  in  case  they  are,  in  respect  to  their  termination,  older 
than  ^ftfif ,  tJ/iSy,  they  admit  of  derivation  as  direct  from  the 
Sanscrit  asmdn,  yushmdn  (for  asma-ns,  yushma-ns,  §.  236.),  by 
abrasion  of  the  case  suflfix,  without  intervention  of  a  theme 

'AMMI,  'YMMI. 

333.  In  a»mS,  aixfie^,  the  simple  vowel  a  is  the  character- 
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istic  element  of  the  first  person,  for  the  rest  occurs  also  in 
the   second  person — ir^  yushmif  vfifieg.      If,  then,  this  a  is 
also  connected  with  the  singular  base  ma,  it  would  be  requi- 
site to  assume  an  aphseresis  of  the  m,  which,  however,  would 
appear  to  be  very  old,  from  the  coincidence  of  the  Sanscrit, 
Zend,  &c.  with  the  Greek  and  German ;  for  the  Gothic  base 
UNSA  or  UNSI  has  been  regarded  by  us,  in  §.  166.,  as  a 
transposition  of  asma — ^Pali  and  Prakrit  amha  ;  the  u  for  a  is 
to  be  explained  by  the  influence  of  the  transposed  nasal 
(§.  G6^.    But  if  the  a  of  ^OT^T  asma   is   an   abbreviation  of 
may  in  the  opposite  case  it  would  be  identical  with  the 
demonstrative  base  a\   and  if,  therefore,  in  this  plural  base, 
the  **V  is  actually  formally  expressed,  I  would  then  place 
great   stress   on  the  fact,  that,  in  Sanscrit  and  Greek,  the 
appended  pronoun  smoj  or  that  which   it  has   become  in 
Greek,   in   the   pronouns  of  the    1st  and   2d  person  only 
occurs   in  the   plural.      For  as  sma^   which  also   occurs 
isolated,*  can  be  nothing  else  than  a  pronoun  of  the  third 
person,*  so  would  a-smS,  as  a  copulative  compound  (Gramm. 
Crit.  §.  658.),  signify  "  I '"  and  "  they  " ;  but  yushmi,  "  thou '' 
and  "  they "  ;   so  that  the  singular  '*  I '"  and  "  thou  *"  would 
be  expressed  by  a  and  yu ;    the   plural   "  they,*'  by  sfpti ; 
and    this    would    be   the   most   natural    as    well    as    the 
clearest  and  most  perfect  designation  of  the  compoi^d  ideas 
*'  we^'  and  "  ye."      The  ingress  of  the  appended  pronoun 
into  the  singular  of  the  first  and  second  persons,  in  Zend» 


*  Either  with  imperceptible  meaning,  or  referring  the  action  of  the 
present  to  the  farther  side  of  the  past. 

t  Pott  may  be  right  in  explaining  (Berl.  Ann.  1833.  Vol.  I.  p.  324) 
gma  from  soma,  I  should,  however,  then  hold  "  the  same  "  to  be  the  an- 
cient meaning  of  «ama,  and  the  idea  of  similarity  as  a  derived  one ;  and 
also  no  longer  explain  Mima,  as  in  my  Glossary,  from  mdy ''  to  mow,"  but 
regard  it  as  the  combination  of  the  pronominal  bases  «a  and  ma  (compare 
itnoy  "  this,"  from  •  +  fna). 
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Pali,  Prakrit,  and  German  (§•  174.),  must  then  be  ascribed 
to  an  abuse  of  later  introduction.  In  the  pronouns  of  the 
third  person,  however,  the  analogy  of  which  may  have  had 
an  effect  on  the  abuse  cited  in  the  declension  of  the  two  first 
persons,  the  union  of  two,  nay,  even  of  three  pronouns  of 
the  same  person  into  one  whole  is  extraordinarily  frequent, 
and  originally,  it  seems,  betokened  only  increase  of  emphasis. 
334.  The  syllable  ^  yti  of  ^j^  yushmS,  "  ye,'"  is  probably 
a  softening  of  tu,  which  extends  itself  also  to  the  dual,  to 
which  yuva  serves  as  the  theme.*  The  Greek  <r^  (<r0cd'i), 
however,  is  more  complete,  and  represents  the  Sanscrit 
singular  base  tva,  with  o-  for  f,  and  ^  for  i\  In  the  latter 
respect,  compare  also  (r^etf  and  (r<l>6g  with  the  Sanscrit  sva- 
yatOf  **  self,"  and  sva-St  suus^  regarding  which  hereafter.f 
The  Prakrit  and  Pali,  and  several  other  Indian  dialects,  have 
retained  the  t  in  the  plural  unaltered,  or  restored;  hence, 
Pali-Prakrit  jj^tumM  for  (usmi.  In  Gothic,  however,  by 
rejecting  the  u,  and  exchanging  the  m  for  v,  yu-sma  has 
become  I-ZVA,  and  by  weakening  the  atoU  I-ZVI  (§.  167.). 
The  Lithuanian  gives  YU  as  the  theme  of  the  majority  of 
cases  in  the  dual  and  plural,  and  in  the  first  person  MU,  to 
which,  however,  the  nominative  mSs  does  not  correspond. 
The  appended  pronoun  TR  sma  has  been  distinctly  retained 
only  in  the  genitive  dual  and  locative  plural — although  it 


*  From  yu  +  <S  with  change  of  the  u  into  tio,  according  to  a  universal 
enphonic  law  (Gramm.  Crit.  §.  51.). 

t  As  I  formerly  took  the  o-,  in  forms  like  oxeo-^i  (see  §.  218.),  for  a 
eophonic  addition,  I  thought  also  (Hist  PhiL  Trans,  of  the  Ac.  of  Litt« 
for  the  year  1825.  p.  196)  that  I  might  explain  o^  answering  to  the 
Latin  tfOi  and  Sanscrit  vam^  fxu,  as  corrupted  by  prefixing  a  a-  allied  to 
the  ^.  This  opinion,  however,  stands  in  no  further  need  of  support,  fitim 
the  information  which  I  have  since  then  gained  regarding  the  o-  of  forms 
in  a--4>t ;  and  I  accede  so  much  the  more  willingly  to  the  abovementioned 
opinion,  which  was  first  expressed  by  Max.  Schmidt  (De  Pron.  Greek  et 
Latin,  p.  8). 


466  PRONOUNS. 

is  originally  foreign  to  the  dual, — ^but,  in  the  former  case, 
to  which  the  numeral  is  annexed,  the  s,  and  in  the  latter 
case  the  m,  has  fallen  out ;  hence  mu-mu  dmeyu,  "  of  us 
two'";  yu'tnu  dwietfu,  "of  you  two"*;  mu-sme, '*  in  us"; 
yususe,  "  in  you." 

335.  It  is,  however,  also  very  probable  that  the  s  in 
the  Lithuanian  nominative  mis,  "  we,"  yus,  "  ye,"  as  well 
as  the  8  of  the  Gothic  veis,  yus,  is  not  the  sign  of  the 
nominative,  as  it  appears  to  be  in  the  actual  condition 
of  the  language,  but  the  abbreviation  of  the  syllable 
sma.  This  conjecture  is  raised  almost  to  certainty  by 
the  Zend,  in  which,  together  with  the  9f«b^jC^  yuahem 
(see  §.  59.),  which  rests  on  the  Sanscrit  ^gi|i^  yuyam 
(from  yi  +  amy  with  euphonic  y,  §.  43.),  occurs  also  'f^fJC^ 
yik ;  the  s  of  which  is  represented  by  Bumouf  (Yasna, 
Notes,  p.  12l),  in  which  he  is  clearly  right,  as  identical 
with  the  Sanscrit  i^  sh  of  ^^^  yushmat  (ablative,  and,  in 
the  beginning  of  compounds,  representing  the  theme,  see 
p.  112.).  -hj^jC^  yil*>  therefore,  is  an  abbreviation  of  the 
Veda  '^yushme;  and  the  $  can  in  nowise  pass  for  the 
sign  of  the  nominative ;  as  from  a  theme  yu,  according 
to  the  usual  declension  in  the  nominative  vocative  plural, 
must  come  either  yav6  or  yuA  According  to  the  prono- 
minal declension,  however,  we  have  already  seen  5f«k>^jC^ 
yushem  developed  from  the  Sanscrit  ^^[11^^  ydiyam.  In 
Lithuanian,  m§8,  if  s  were  the  sign  of  case,  would  stand 
completely  isolated  as  the  masculine  plural  nominative"'"; 
and  as  to  the  German,  that  language  has,  from  the  earliest 
period,  lost  the  sign  of  the  case  in  the  nominative  plural ; 


*  Aocoiding  to  Mielcke,  also  mama  dwieyu  and  yumma  dwieyH^  the 
latter  with  doubled  m  ;  the  first  of  which  is  to  be  explained  by  assimilation 
of  the  «,  as  in  the  ^olic,  vfi/ief . 

t  Although  in  this  pronoun  there  is  no  obvious  distinction  of  gender, 
still  the  Sanscrit  declension  forms,  viz.  amtey  atmdn^  are  masculine. 
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while  the  r  of  wiVi  ikr,  which  corresponds  to  the  Gothic  s 
of  veisy  yu»,  has  remained  to  this  day,  which,  with  other 
weighty  reasons,  awards  to  this  r  likewise  a  destination 
other  than  that  of  denoting  the  relation  of  case. 

336.  According  to  the  principle  of  the  Zend-Lithuanian- 
Gothic  yuSyyuBf  I  explain  also  the  Sanscrit  fT^no^,  ^«a«, 
which  are  used  as  co-forms  in  the  accusative,  dative,  and 
genitive  of  the  two  first  persons ;  the  s  of  which,  however, 
could  not  find  any  legitimate  place  in  such  difierent  cases, 
if,  by  its  origin,  it  was  destined  to  denote  a  case  con- 
nection. In  the  same  way,  however,  that  the  2iend  ym  is 
the  abbreviation  of  yusmSf  so  may  ^sn^  nas  and  ^  vm  be 
deduced  the  accusative,  from  nasmdrh  vasmdn,  in  the  dative 
and  genitive,  from  nasmab^amf  nasmdkam,  vaxmabhyanh 
vasmdkam ;  and  the  s  therefore  suits  all  the  three  cases, 
exactly  because  it  expresses  none  of  them.  There  re- 
mains, after  the  dissolution  of  the  rest  of  the  appended  pro- 
noun, na  and  «a,  as  the  chief  elements  of  personal  definition, 
from  which  have  proceeded  the  dual  secondary  forms  ndu 
and  vdm  (for  vdu).  The  n  of  na,  however,  is  a  weakening 
of  the  nh  the  high  antiquity  of  which  may  be  traced  from 
tiie  coincidence  of  the  Greek,  Latin,  and  Sclavonic :  va, 
however,  is  an  abbreviation  of  twu  as,  viniaiif  "  twenty," 
from  dmniatL 

337.  The  bases  iT  no,  ^  va  would  lead  us  to  expect  in 
Latin  NUf  VU (no,  vo,  §.116.),  as  themes;  ni,  vi,  as  plural 
nominatives;  and  nos,  ws,  as  accusatives.  The  circum- 
stance, however,  that  noa,  vos,  stand  in  the  nominative, 
and  that  the  final  8  is  retained  also  in  the  possessives 
noa-ter^  vea-Ur  (for  vastier),  must  cause  the  os  of  nos,  vos,  in 
the  accusative,  to  appear  to  us  in  an  entirely  difierent 
light  from  that  of  lupos;  and  the  explanation  which  we 
have  given  of  the  s  of  the  indisputably  kindred  Sanscrit  forms 
^f^  nas,  ^  vas,  must  therefore  extend  also  to  that  of  no-s, 
vo-Sf  objectionable  as  it  may  appear  from  the  point  of  view 
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of  the  self-restricted  Latin  Grammar,  when  we  seek  in  nas 
and  vos  a  remnant  of  the  appended  pronoun  smot  treated  of 
in  §.  166.  &e.,  which  we  also  recognise  rohbed  of  its  s  in 
the  appended  syllable  metiegomet,  memet,  tumet,  nosmetf  and 
others),  which  refers  itself  most  closely  to  the  Sanscrit 
plural  ablative  a-smatf  yu-smat,  which  is  also  employed  by 
the  language  instead  of  the  theme  for  all  cases  and  numbers 
(§.  112.),  on  which  account  the  like  free  use  of  the  Latin 
met  cannot  appear  surprising.  Moreover,  I  have  else- 
where endeavoured  to  explain  the  Latin  immo  by  assimi- 
lation from  i'Stno,  and  so  to  apportion  the  first  part  to  the 
demonstrative  base  i,  and  the  last  to  our  sma. 

338.   We  now  turn  to  the  Old  Sclavonic,  where  nas  and 
vas  as  genitive  and  locative,  are  completely  identical  with 
the  ^n^  and  ^^  vets  of  Sanscrit,  which  in  that  language  are, 
indeed,    excluded  from   the   locative,    but  still    hold   the 
place    of  genitives.      The    monosyllabic    nature   of  these 
forms  has,  in  Sclavonic,  protected  the  old  a  as  well  as  the 
final  s  (§.  255.  a.  /.) ;  but  here,  also,  this  a  cannot  be  looked 
upon  as  a  case  character,  as,  without  exception,  the  termina- 
tions in>^  sdm  and  ^  su  have,  in  Old  Sclavonic,  become  kh 
(p.  355,  6.).      The  concurrent  disinclination  of  so  many  lan- 
guages to  consider  the  «,  in  the  common  forms  under  dis- 
cussion, as  a  sign  of  case,  strengthens  the  evidence  for  each 
single  individual  language.      As  to  the  Sanscrit,  however, 
applying  in  the  dual  the  forms  ndu,  vdm  (for  vdu,  p.  472, 
Rem.  1.),  in  cases  to  which  dudoes  not  belong  as  the  inflexion, 
in  this  point  it  is  not  supported  by  any  of  the  European 
sister    languages :     we    might    still,  however,  admit  the 
conjecture,  that  here,  also,  the  du  is  not  a  case-termination, 
but  is  derived  from  a  different  origin,  and,  in  feet,  to  be  so 
regarded,  as  that  ndti,   vdu  (corrupted  to  vdm)  are  exten- 


*  Corop.  mentor  for  mesmor  with  Sanscrit  smar  ;  80,  too,  Pott  (1.  c.)  ex- 
plains the  Latin  met. 
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sions  of  the  plural  nas,  vas,  by  lengthening  the  a,  and  by 
resolving  the  «  to  ti,  according  to  the  analogy  of  §.  206. 
For  if  a  case  termination  ds  has  become  ^  du — and  in 
Zend  every  final  ds,  without  distinction,  has  become  do — ^it 
cannot  be  surprising  that  nds,  also,  has  become  ndu;  and 
then  in  ndu  a  dual  case  termination  is  just  as  little  con- 
tained as  in  nas  a  plural.  The  dual,  however,  loves 
broader  forms  than  the  plural  (compare  §.  206.);  and 
to  this  inclination  may  the  lengthening  of  the  a  of  nnst 
V€»f  be  ascribed.  But  ndu  may,  however — and  this  I 
much  prefer — ^be  regarded  as  a  copulative  compound  from 
na-s  ;  so  that  it  would  stand  in  the  accusative  for  nd-spn&Uy 
in  the  genitive  for  n&'Smayds,  according  to  the  principle  of 
the  Veda  pitardtndtardu*  " father  and  mother,''  verbatim 
**  two  &thers,  two  mothers."  According  to  this,  ndu  would 
properly  mean,  as  accusative,  "  me  and  him,''  as  above 
(§.  333.)  asmi,  for  mastnS,  "  I  and  they";  and  vdm,  for  vdu — 
Zend  gjw9  vdo — ^would  denote,  as  accusative,  "thee  and 
him."  According  to  this  principle  of  copulative  composi- 
tion is  probably,  also,  d-vdm  (for  d-vdu),  "we  two,"  to  be 
regarded ;  so  that,  with  a  more  retiring  designation  of  the 
third  person,  it  would  literally  mean  "  he  and  I ";  for  a  is 
a  demonstrative  base,  which  is  here  lengthened  to  the 
dual  form  d  (§.  208.),  and  vdm  (genitive  and  locative  vayds) 
answers,  in  respect  to  its  base,  to  vayam,  "  we"  p.  462).^ 

339.  At  the  base  of  the  two  first  persons  of  the  Greek 
dual  lie  NO,  2^0,  as  themes,  which  support  the  opinion,  that 

in  "^  ndu,  ^^P\  vdm  (for  vdv),  to  which  they  bear  the  same 
relation  that  okro)  does  to  ashlAu,  the  du  is  not  a  case  termi- 


«  See  pp.  228, 229,  and  shorter  Sanscrit  Giammar  §.  589.  Rem. 

t  I  formerly  thought  (1.  c.  §.  274)  the  d  of  avdm  might  be  regarded  as 
a  strengthening  prefix,  as  in  the  middle  of  the  2d  and  8d  dual  person. 
But  the  above  view  answers  better  to  the  analysis  which  was  given, 
§.  333,  of  the  plural. 
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nation.  For  if  Nil,  2<frO  were  the  themes  in  Greek,  the 
genitive  and  dative  would  necessarily  be  voiv,  aifHuv,  as  it 
would  be  unnatural  that  the  long  vowel,  which,  in  the  no- 
minative and  accusative,  would  be  explicable  according  to 
the  analogy  of  huKca,  from  AYRO,  should  be  retained  before 
the  termination  iv.  It  would,  it  seems,  be  rightly  assumed, 
that  in  the  nominative  and  accusative,  vw'i,  o-^co'i,  are  the  ori- 
ginal forms,  and  vca,  <r<l>ci>  (for  V6>,  <r^),  abbreviations  of  them. 
From  v&'i,  o-^cdV  spring,  also,  the  possessives  vc^irepog,  cr^cdf- 
repo^.  But  how  stands  it  with  the  very  isolated  Greek  dual 
form  1/0)1,  (T(t>Sii?  Max.  Schmidt  (1.  c.  p.  94)  supposes  therein 
a  remnant  of  the  Sanscrit  neuter  dual  termination  i  (§.  212.). 
It  would  not  be  necessary,  if  this  be  so,  to  assume  that  in 
v(oi,  (TipSiif  a  masculine  and  neuter  dual  termination  are 
united,  as  NO  and  2^0  have  already  been  made  to  pass 
as  themes,  from  which  vm,  a-^'t,  would  be  very  satisfactorily 
explained  by  the  addition  of  a  single  termination.  Observe, 
however,  that  the  pronouns  of  the  first  and  second  persons  do 
not  originally  distinguish  any  genders,  and  occur  in  Sanscrit 
only  with  masculine  terminations ;  that  therefore  a  remnant 
of  the  lost  neuter  termination  is  less  to  be  expected  in  these 
very  pronouns  in  Greek  than  in  any  other  word  whatever. 
Hence  I  prefer  recognising  in  the  i  of  vOX,  o-^cdi,  a  weakening 
of  the  dual-ending  a,  which  originally  pertained  to  the  mascu- 
line and  feminine,  and  which,  in  the  common  declension,  has 
become  e  (§.  209.).  According  to  this,  the  i  has  the  same 
relation  to  this  e  and  the  Zend  a  that  the  iEolic  itiavpe^  has 

to  reaaape^  and  4^7jutt^(3A»fi  chathwdrd.  This  opinion  finds 
particular  support  from  the  fact  that  v&e  actually  occurs  for 
i/cdi;  as  in  the  third  person  cr^we,  not  o-^cof ;  and  in  the  second 
person,  also,  the  Grammarians  assume  affnie  together  with 
(r0a>c  (Buttmann  Lex.  1. 52). 

340.  We  give  here  a  connected  general  view  of  the  de- 
clension of  the  pronouns  of  the  two  first  persons,  with  the 
remark  that  the  compared  languages  do  not  everywhere 
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agree  with  one  another  in  regard  of  inflexion.  We  select 
from  the  Greek,  where  it  is  desirable  for  the  sake  of  com- 
parison, the  dialect  forms  which  come  nearest  to  the 
Sanscrit  or  the  Zend. 

SINGULAR. 


SAHSCBIT.  ZBND.  OKEEK.  LATIN.  GOTHIC.      UTH.        OLD  SCLAV. 

g    (  aham,  Asem,  eyw,     ego,      ii,  asz,  az, 

^    X  tvam,  tarn,  row,     tu,        tkit,  tii,  ty. 

C    i  mam,  md,  manm,  md,  fte,        mi,       mik,^  maneh,  my  a, 

<   \  tvdm,  tvd,  tkioanm,  thwd,  re,        ^»        tkuk,  tawen,  tya. 

j^   c  mayd,  ....  manwd,  mnayu. 

iS    C  tvayd,  ....  tavrimi  toboyu, 

.  mahyam,  ....  e/<tv,*     mihi,    mw,^  man,  mnye,  mi. 

-g    I  me,  me,  mot,  fiot,*       ...  .... 

"    I  tubhyam,  ....  reiv,*     Hbi,      thus,*  taw,  ttbye,  tL 

'  thoe,  te,  thtodi,  te,  toi,  roi*        .... 

{mat,  ....  ....    me{d)    ...         ...  .... 

mattoi,^  -  .  .  .  ifieBev ...  .... 

tvat,  thwat,  ....    te{d)      .... 

tvattas,^  ....  o-edeVf     ...  .... 

{mama,  mana,  pod,       mei,      meina,  manens,  mene, 

me,  me,  moi  ...  .... 

tava,  tava,  rev,       tui,       theina,  tatoens,  tebe. 

tve,  te,  thtodi,  te,  toi,  ...  .... 

C3    t  mayi,  ....  ....    mei,^      .  .  .  maniyk,  mnye. 

^    I  tvayi,  thvahml,'^  ....     tui,^       .  .  .  tawiyh,  tebye. 

»  See  §§.  175. 174.  '  See  §.  222.  »  See  §.  174.  <  See 

§.  329.  '  At  the  base  of  the  forms  mattas^  tvattae,  lies  the  proper  ab- 

latiYe  mat^  tvat^wi  theme  (compare  Gramm.Crlt.  §.289.),  to  which  has 
been  added  the  suffix  tas^  which  signifies  the  same  as  the  ablative  termi- 
nation tj  and  is  also  formally  connected  with  it,  and  to  which  the  Greek 
0ev  corresponds.  ^  See  §.  200.  ^  See  §.  174. 

DUAL. 
SANSCRIT.       ZEND.       GREEK.  GOTHIC.  LtTH.  OLD  SCLAV. 

dvdm,^  .  .  .       vtfi;'         vii,*  muddu,*       m.  va,  f.  vye.^ 

ff^i','       ....  yudu,^  .... 

ugki8,'^  mudu,  m.  va,  f .  vye,^ 

2 


a  5 

»^    (  yuvam,^ 
dn&m,^ 


.  ( 

S    1  nau, 
8 


^    J  yvnaan,^  igqvis,^  yudu 

\  v&mJ 


/%..2 


v&m,^  vdo,       o-^V, 
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SANSCRIT.         ZEND.      GREEK.      QOTBIC. 

•^    <  dvabkydm. 


ts    <  avaifi 
^    '  yitvd 


yuvdbhyam, 
avdbhydm, 


ii 


ndu, 
yuvd 

fidm. 


ivdbhyam, 
vdnif 
^    I  dvdbhydtn 
<    I  yuvdbkydm 

idvaydSf 
nau, 
yuvay^, 
vain, 
^    ^  dvayds, 
»3    \  yuivayds, 


UTH. 


•  .  • 


a       •      •       • 


vtatVf 

v«tv. 


ugMt, 


vao,     <r<pi»iVf      .... 


ugkaraf 

VWtl'  .... 

igqvara, 


mum  dwietUt 

•     *    •    • 


OLD  SCLAV. 

namat 
vamOf 

nama^ 
vamot^ 
vamOf* 

.... 
...» 


mviTiu  dwieyu,   nayui^ 
yumii  dwieyuf    nayu,"^ 


t     •     •     • 


vdot     o-^»(v. 


.  .      •  • 


vayu,^ 
vayu,^ 
vayu, 
vayu, 


>  I  regard  the  termination  dm  as  a  hardening  of  the  common  dual  ter- 
mination du  (before  vowels  dv) ;  and  I  would  call  attention  to  the  frequent 
inteichange  of  v  and  m  (§.  63.,  compare  p.  114).  This  hardening  has  not, 
in  the  Ist  person,  extended  into  the  secondary  form ;  and  in  the  2d  per- 
son the  Zend  vdo  speaks  for  an  older  Sanscrit  form  vdu  for  vdm.  The 
Zend  form  vdo  occurs  in  the  34th  chapter  of  the  Izeshne,  and  appears, 
also,  to  stand  as  nominative.  However,  the  Zend  is  not  wanting  in  an  ana- 
logous form  to  the  Sanscrit  dual  base  yutxi ;  for  that  which  Anquetil,  in 
his  Glossary,  writes  ieoudkem^  and  renders  by  voti«  deuxy  ought  probably 
to  be  ^cjjM»Mj^yavdkfm^  and  is  clearly  an  analogous  dual  genitive 
(p.  473  Rem.)  to  the  plural  gen.  (  c^MiifMA^J^yusmdkifmy  which  Anquetil 
likewise  considers  as  nominative.  <  See  §.  339.  '  The  t  clearly 

belongs  to  the  number  two  (theme  TFA\  which,  in  Lithuanian,  is  re- 
tained through  all  the  cases.  *  Feminine  muddwi.  •  *  The  dis- 
tinction of  the  genders  has  been  introduced,  contrary  to  the  original  prin- 
ciple, through  the  analogy  of  the  common  dual  (see  §.  273.),  as  the  Old 
Sclavonic,  too,  in  the  dual  personal  terminations,  which,  in  Sanscrit, 
Zend,  and  Greek,  mark  the  genders  just  as  little  as  the  other  numbers 
distinguish  the  feminine  from  the  masculine  by  the  termination  ye  (=^ 
^,  §.155.6.).  ^  Feminme  yudm.  i  See  §.  169.  «  The 
comparison  with  the  Sanscrit  principal  form  regards  the  case  termination ; 
that  with  the  secondary  form  the  theme. 
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PLURAL. 

. 

SANSCRIT. 

ZEND. 

GREEK.     LATIN 

.  GOTHIC 

LITH. 

OLD  SCLAV 

^  myam. 

iTffem. 

...             .  •  . 

veiSf 

■     •      • 

i      •     • 

d    1  fl«w«,' 

■    •    •    • 

a/u^ef,    no»,' 

veis,* 

m^/ 

wy. 

55    1  ywyflwt. 

yiishem, 

•  .  •         ... 

■    •    • 

•    •       • 

«     >     • 

'  ytuhme,^ 

y^f 

V/U/UCf,'     vog* 

ytw,* 

yM«,* 

»y. 

r  asmdn^ 

•    •    •    • 

^f*fie. 

ttnM«,^ 

miu. 

»»y- 

i  <  "^' 

n^> 

nos,^ 

■    •   ■ 

■    •    • 

•    •    ■ 

^    J  yushman. 

•    •    •    • 

«'/'A«e, 

iztfis,^ 

yw, 

cy. 

va». 

vd. 

t>0»,^ 

•   •    • 

■  •   • 

•    ■    • 

^    r  asmdbkis, 
J    (  yughrndbhu, 

•    ■    •    • 

TidbiSj 

•    •    • 

mr/mli?, 

nami. 

•    •    ■    • 

vobUf 

•    •    • 

yumU, 

vami. 

^  OMmabhyam, 

■   •    •    • 

d/Afit(v),   .  .  . 

unsis. 

mumust 

nam. 

^   \  mw. 

n^. 

nobis. 

■    •    • 

•    •    • 

nam. 

p    J  yushmahkyam^  yutmaeibya 

,   VfifJn(v),     .  .  . 

irrw, 

yumus. 

vam. 

K  vajt, 

•   •    •    • 

vobiSf 

■    •    • 

■    •    • 

vam. 

:^    I  yushmaty 

•    •   «    ■ 

nobis. 

•    •    • 

•    •    • 

•    m    • 

yitfnuif, 

vobig, 

■    •    • 

•    •    ■ 

•     9     m 

^  asmokkam^ 

aAmaJbem, 

a/if^cw,   .  .  . 

^mmrot 

mugCi, 

•     •     • 

^    (tmm, 

n^, 

•  •  •        nostri. 

•    •    • 

•    •    • 

nas. 

(^    1  yushmakanif 

yusmdkemt 

vfAfjieav,   .  .  . 

izoara, 

yw*M, 

■    •    • 

\  VtUy 

r>S, 

vestri. 

•    •    • 

•  • . 

vas. 

3    i  ynshmdjtti. 

•    ■    •    • 

•  •  •         ... 

•    ■    • 

musttse. 

nas.    . 

•    •    •    • 

■    •    •                  •    »    ■ 

«    •    • 

yusuM, 

vas. 

'  Sec  §.332. 

-  See  §.  170.            »  See 

§.  337. 

4 

See  §.336. 

*  flee  §.  174. 

• 

"  Remark.  —  Max  Schmidt  rightly  takes  the  forms 
amidkam,  yushmdkam,  for  possessives;  and  Rosen  has 
since  confirmed  his  view  (Journal  of  Education,  July — Oct. 
1834,  p.  348)  by  the  Veda  dialect  ^mPliTf^  ^RftrfW:  yushmd- 
kdbhir  tkibhis,  '  vestris  auxUiis'').  We  must  therefore  re- 
gard asmdkamy  yushmdkam,  as  singular  neuters,  which  are, 
as  it  were,  petrified,  and  .have  thus  lost  the  power  of 
being  governed  according  to  the  gender,  number,  and 
case  of  their  substantive.  In  the  two  first  respects 
they  may  be  compared  with  numeral  expressions  like 
^^  panchof  '  five'  which,  in  the  Greek  TreKre  and 
Latin    quinque,  has   become    completely  indeclinable,    and 
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therefore  exactly  like  asmdkamf  yushmAkamy  Zend  ahmtr 
Ichn^  yusmdlcem,   and  the  dual  form   mentioned  at  p.  472, 
Rem.  1.,  yavdkem.      It  is  clear  that  the  Latin  forms,  also, 
nostrif  nostrum,  vesiri,  vedrum,  belong  to  the  possessive ;  and  for 
nostrumt  vestrum,  are  used  also  nodrorumj  veatrorum  (Schmidt, 
p.  10.)    As,  then,  uruara,  ixvara,  stand  altogether  isolated  in 
Gothic  as  genitives,  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  much  more  na- 
tural to  derive  them  from  the  possessive  bases  of  the  same 
sound — which  form,  in  the    nominative    singular   mascu- 
line, unsar,  ixvar  (see  §.  292.  Rem.) — ^than,  on  the  contrary, 
to  deduce  the  possessives  from  the  unexplained  genitives  of 
the  personal  pronoun,  so  that  they  would  be  without  any 
derivative  suflix  whatever,  which  is  opposed  to  the  common 
laws  for  the  derivation  of  words.     I  most  prefer  regarding 
unsariiy  izvara,  and  the  analogous  dual  forms  as  singular 
and  dual  neuters,  like  the  Sanscrit  aam&kam,  yushmdkam, 
and   with  an  antiquated  retention  of  the   a  of  the  base, 
which  in  daur  for  daura  (§.  153.)  has  disappeared.     Ought, 
also,  the  singular  genitives  to  be  viewed  in  this  light?  for 
meina,  theina,  seirui,  are  possessive  bases  as  well  as  the  geni- 
tives of  the  personal  pronouns;  and   if  the  former  had 
proceeded  from  the  latter,  the  addition  of  a  suffix  might 
have  been  expected.      Perhaps  even  in  Sanscrit  the  ex- 
pressions mama,  tava,  which  are  far  removed  from  all  the 
forms  of  genitives,  are  originally  possessives,  from  which, 
after  they  were  no  longer  recognised  as  such,  sprang  the 
secondary  forms  mdmaka,  tdvaka^  as  bdlaka  comes,  without 
alteration   of  meaning,   from   bdki,   ''a   boy.'^      Observe* 
also,  the  surprising  accordance  between  the  Greek  posses- 
sive base  TEO,  from  TEFO,  and  the  Sanscrit  genitive  tava. 
The  form  a-i-s*  however,  has  scarcely  proceeded  from  cov,  but 
from  the  more  entire  Teo-f,  by  syncope  and  exchange  of  the  r 
with  (T.    In  regard  to  the  replacing  of  the  genitive  of  pronouns 
without  gender  by  the  corresponding  possessives,  it  deserves 
furUier  to  be  remarked,  that,  in  Hindustani,  the  forms,  which 


PRaNOUNS.  475 

are  represented  in  both  numbers  of  all  declinable  words 
as  genitives,  are  shewn  to  be  unmistakeable  possessives, 
by  being  governed  by  the  gender  of  the  following  substan- 
tive. The  pronouns  of  the  first  and  second  person  have 
in  the  masculine  rd,  in  the  feminine  ri,  as  the  possessive 
suffix ;  other  words,  in  the  masculine  kd,  feminine  ki;  and 
the  latter  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  ka  in  oimdka,  ymhmdkct, 
tndmaka,  tdvaka.  In  Hindustani,  therefore,  miri  md^  tM  md, 
is  literally,  not  *  mei  maler,'*  *  tui  maier^  but  '  mea  maJtert^ 
tua  mater  f  and  the  feminine  termination  i  answers  to  the 
Sanscrit  feminine  formation  (§.  119.).  In  the  masculine 
the  possessives  under  discussion  are  sounded  mfyrd,  tird, 
plural  hamdrdf  tumhdrd.  In  this  it  is  remarkable  that  the 
formative  suffix  rd  agrees  with  the  Gothic  ra  of  unsara, 
izvoTOf  dual  ugkara  igqvara*  In  respect,  also,  to  the  trans- 
position of  the  nasal*  tumhdrd  for  iuhmdrd*  from  tusmdrd,  is 
similar  to  the  Gothic  ugkarOf  ufuaro,  igqoarcu 

PRONOUNS  OF  THE  THIRD  PERSON. 

341.  The  Sanscrit  is  deficient  in  a  simple  substantive 
pronoun  of  the  third  person,  devoid  of  gender :  that  it, 
however,  originally  possessed  such  a  pronoun  is  proved,  not 
only  by  the  unanimous  evidence  of  the  European  cognate 
languages,  but  especially  by  the  circumstance  that,  in 
Zend,  ^fi»  hi  and  ^i;^^  h6i  (also  ^ja)  96,  according  to  §.  55.), 
and,  in  Prakrit,^  «^,  are  used  as  the  genitive  and  dative  of 
the  third  person  in  all  genders,*  and  indeed  in  the  direct 
sense,  and  in  form  analogous  to  the  secondary  forms  of 


*  In  Zend  I  remember  only  examples  of  the  kind  where  the  pronoun 
mentioned  refers  to  masculines ;  bat  in  Prakrit  ^  si  is  often  found  femi- 
nine ;  e,g.  Unrasi  by  Lenz,  pp.  46.  55  twice.  Still  I  have  not  yet  met 
with  examples  for  si  as  datiye,  numerous  as  the  examples  of  the  genitive 
are.  In  Zend  both  cases  occur,  and  the  dative,  indeed,  more  frequently 
than  the  genitive. 

1  I  2 
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the  first  and  second  person  ;  Sanscrit  ^  me,  ^  te,  ^  tve,  Zend 
^^  me  or  jij^^  mSi,  ^^  tS  or  jl^^tdU  J^^<^thw6i  (§.  329.) 
In  Sanscrit  sva,  lengthened  to  «t?^,  must  be  considered  as  the 
theme  of  this  pronoun,  as,  according  to  §.  326.,  mo,  mA,  tva, 
tv^f  are  the  singular  bases  of  the  two  first  persons.  From 
^  svS,  in  combination  with  the  nominative  termination 
am^  (§.  326.)  comes  ^nPT  svayam,  which  means  "self,"'  and  in 
the  present  state  of  the  language  is  indeclinable  in 
all  cases,  numbers,  and  genders.  The  form  sva  prevails 
as  the  possessive,  but  is  used  not  only  for  sutis,  but 
for  mens  and  tuus,  in  which  it  is  to  be  observed,  that 
in  the  majority  of  the  European  cognate  languages  the 
possessive  of  the  third  person  may  be  also  used  for  the  two 
first,  and  the  Doric  <t(I>6^  corresponds  as  exactly  as  possible 
with  the  Sanscrit  sva-s,  while  2^1  lies  as  theme  at  the  base  of 
the  plural  of  the  personal  pronoun  (<r0e??,  (r0/-<ri),  with  the  old 
a  weakend  to  i,  as  in  the  plural  of  the  two  first  persons  (§.  332.). 
The  apparent  agreement  of  the  base  with  the  second  per- 
son in  the  dual  is,  then,  to  be  explained  thus,  that  in  the  latter 
the  <r  has  proceeded  from  an  older  t,  but  in  the  third  person  is 
primitive.  In  ov,  of,  e,  for  (T<f>ov,  aripoh  o-^e— of  which  only 
the  latter  has  been  retained — from  trfov,  &c.,  the  digamma, 
which  may  remain  after  o-  in  the  form  of  ^f,  has  been 
necessarily  suppressed  after  the  a-  has  become  a  rough 
breathing.  Thus  of  is  similar  to  the  Zend  ^\y  hSi  and 
(jj%>»  he  (for  hv6i,  hv6),  and  the  Prakrit  d  s§  for  svS.  A 
similar  rejection  of  the  t?,  together  with  a  weakening  of  the 
old  a  to  i,  shews  itself  in  the  Gothic  sei-nOf  si-Sy  si-k,  for 
svei-nOf  svi-s,  svi-k  (see  §.  327.).  On  the  other  hand, 
the  V  has  remained  in  the  adverb  svS,  as  mentioned  at 
§.  150.,  which  evidently  belongs  to  a  theme  SVA,  as  hvi  from 
HVA,  thi  from  THA.  As  ^,  according  to  §.  69.,  stands  some- 
times for  the  long  a,  so  these  forms  are,  1.  c,  explained  as 
instrumentals.  They  might,  however,  be  regarded  as  loca- 
tives, which  have  been  pointed  out  at  §.  294.  Rem.  2.,  with 
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an  S  termination.  The  Lithuanian  and  Old  Sclavonic 
in  this  pronoun  follow  exactly  the  analogy  of  the  second 
person,  and  distinguish  it  from  the  latter  only  by  the  initial 
s  for  i ;  but»  like  the  Latin,  Greeks  and  German,  dispense 
with  the  nominative  as  they  are  only  used  reflectively, 
and  use  the  singular,  also,  instead  of  the  plural.  From 
the  Latin,  besides  sui,  sutt8,  perhaps  also  spontis,  sp<mtef 
from  SPONT,  are  to  be  adduced  here,  since,  according  to  all 
probability,  the  meaning  "  self,"  or  "  the  self,  selfness,'"  is 
the  primitive :  «p,  however,  may  be  regarded  as  the  modi- 
fication of  8v  (comp.  §.  50.),  as  spiro,  in  my  opinion,  is  con- 
nected with  ivas,  "  to  breathe/**  The  Doric  \^iV,  for  a<(>lv, 
and  the  Latin  pse,  of  i-pse,  which  should  be  declined  e^us- 
psius,  ei-psif  &c.,  for  ipsius,  ip»i^  are  formed,  in  like  man- 
ner, by  transposition.  As  regards  the  termination  nf.  of 
SPONT  it  might  be  carried  back  to  the  Sanscrit  suffix  vant, 
regarding  which  see  §.  324.  It  may  here  be  further 
remarked  that,  in  Prakrit,  the  pronoun  of  the  second  person 
occurs,  amongst  other  forms,  in  that  of  iy^  pai  and 
xtfw^pani  (Urvasi,  pp.  61.  69),  so  that  the  t  of  tva  is  sup- 
pressed, but  the  V  hardened  to  p.  Compare,  in  the  former 
respect,  the  Doric  <f>iv  for  <r^«V,  vas,  vos,  for  tvus,  tvos  (§.  336)  j 
and,  in  both  respects,  the  Latin  porta,  which  in  this  way  may 
be  compared  with  WH^dvdr,  "a  door"  (Ovpa). 

342.  We  here  give  a  connected  view  of  the  declension 
of  the  pronoun  of  the  third  person,  devoid  of  gender,  in  the 
singular,  which,  excepting  in  the  case  of  the  Greek,  sup- 
plies also  the  place  of  the  plural. 

PRAK.      ZEND.        ORBBK.     LAT.    00TB.       LITH.  OLD  SCLAV. 

Accusative, <r<^€,  e,  se,     sik,     sawen^    sya. 

Instrument  .  . sawimif^  scboyA} 

Dative,  «^,  hi,  hdi,  ot,  sibi,  sis,      saw^^       sebye,  si.* 

Genitive,       si,  M,  hdi,  ov,         sui,   seina,  sawens,^  sebe} 

Locative,       sawiye^   sebye} 

1  Compare  §.  330.    It  is  not,  however,  necessm-y  to  assume,  that,  in  the 
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second  person,  the  Lithnanian  theme  taw  and  the  Sclavonic  tA  hare  arisen 
from  the  Sanscrit  genitive  tatxi;  hat  these  forms  may  he  regarded  as 
transpositions  of  the  hase  f^  ttm.  Both  exphmations  agree  in  the  main,  aa 
the  syllahle  tav  helongs  to  the  hase  in  the  Indian  genitive  m  tava  also, 
whether  we  derive  it  hy  Gima  from  tu^  whence  intf?  tu-bhyam^  ^  to 
thee,"  or  r^;ard^  it  as  the  transposed  form  of  i^  ttfa.  In  the  reflective 
forms  given  ahove,  mw  and  seb  are  based  on  the  same  principle  as  the  taw 
and  tdf  just  mentioned,  and  hence  they  may  he  derived,  hy  transposition, 
from  the  Indian  hase  sva  ;  or  we  may  suppose  a  genitive  9ava  to  have  ex- 
isted in  Sanscrit  also,  which  language,  it  may  he  concluded,  originally 
possessed  a  complete  declension  of  this  pronoun.  The  Gothic  n&jyo, 
'^ kinsman,"  theme  9ibyan^  Old  High  German,  sippSii^  ^'relationship," 
''kith,"  agrees,  in  a  striking  manner,  with  the  Sclavonic  hase  Mb;  and  it 
would  not  he  surprising  if  the  "  kinsman  "  has  been  designated  as  "  the  man 
belonging  to  him,"  "his ;"  and  that,  therefore,  the  original  v  of  these  Gothic 
forms  has  been  hardened,  as  in  Sclavonic,  to  6.  The  Grothic  tvSSj  theme 
sv^My  "  property,"  is  also  a  derivative  from  this  pronoun. 

343.  The  base  v  to,  feminine  in  td,  signifies,  in  Sanscrit, 
"  he;^  "  this/'  and  "  that"  The  Zend  form  is  identical 
with  the  Sanscrit :  the  medial,  however,  frequently  occurs 
instead  of  the  tenuis,  as  in  the  accusative  singular  mascu- 
line, in  which  the  place  of  (g^  tern  is  commonly  supplied  by 
denh  or,  still  more  frequently,  by  dim.  In  Greek  and  Ger- 
man this  pronoun  has  assumed  the  functions  of  the  article, 
which  is  not  found  in  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  nor  in  the 
Latin,  Lithuanian,  and  Sclavonic.  The  bases  TO,  Gothic 
THA  (§.  87.),  feminine  TA,  TH,  Gothic  THO  (§.  69.),  corre- 
spond regularly  with  the  Sanscrit-2iend  ta,  tA,  with  which 
the  Lithuanian  demonstrative  base  TA^  nominative  mascu- 
line tas^  ''this,'"  feminine  fa,  is  completely  identical.  The 
Old  Sclavonic  base  is,  as  in  Greek,  in  the  masculine  and 
neuter  to,  in  the  feminine  ta  (§.  255.  a.),  but  in  the  nomina- 
tive masculine  drops  the  vowel ;  hence  f,  t(u  to,  "  this.'" 
This  pronoun  does  not  occur,  in  its  simple  state,  in  Latin, 
with  the  exception  of  the  adverbial  accusative  forms  tufn, 
tunc  (like  hunc),  tarn,  tan-^em,  and  tameru  The  latter  re- 
sembles  surprisingly   the  Sanscrit  locative  Kftipi^  ta-smin. 


^m^mmf^m 
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"in  this^  (§.  201.),  only  that  the  s  is  dropped,  as  in  the 
Lithoanian  tamS  (p.  176) ;  on  which  account  I  am  inclined 
to  replace  the  derivation  I  formerly  gave  of  it  by  trans- 
position from  the  Greek  ^vtm,  by  that  which  I  now  offer, 
and  which  is  less  remote.  Moreover,  in  Latin,  the  deri- 
vative forms  talis,  tanfuSf  tat,  tatidemt  tolieSf  tctus,  spring 
firom  this  pronomi,  and  will  be  treated  of  hereafter.  It 
appears,  however,  to  be  declined  in  the  compound  isle,  of 
which  the  first  member  is  is  either  to  be  regarded  as  a 
petrified  nominative  masculine,  the  case-sign  of  which,  un- 
conscious of  its  derivation,  is  retained  in  the  oblique  cases 
— istius  for  efustius,  compare  our  jedermanns — or,  which 
seems  to  me  less  probable,  the  s  is  a  pure  phonetic  affix, 
adopted  on  account  of  the  favourite  combination  of  s  with  t 
(compare  §§.  95. 190.).  • 

344.  In  the  same  way  that  ide  is  compounded  in  Latin, 
so,  also,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  the  base  ta  combines  with 
another  pronoun  prefixed  to  it,  in  fact,  with  i,  and  thus 
forms  ^iT  «a,  "  this,''  "  that,''  Zend  aj^djuai  aita  (§.  28.).  The 
nominative  singular  is,  in  Sanscrit,  T^iska,  7tW(ishd,  ^nn^ 
Uai;  in  Zend  ^i^»a}  aSshS,  asj^mas  aisha,  mai^mai  aittU. 
In  Grreek  airog  is  a  similar  compound,  the  first  syllable  of 
which,  av,  will  subsequently  be  remarked  upon.  This  aM^ 
is  again  combined  with  the  article  as  a  prefix  to  it,  and  forms 
cvTog,  aoSrri,  rovro,  for  o-at^TOff,  jj-au-n;,  To-au-ro.  There  are 
several  ways  in  which  ovrot,  rovro  may  be  supposed  to  have 
arisen ;  in  the  first  place  as  h^-ovrog,  r-ovro,  by  suppressing 
the  vowel  of  the  article  and  weakening  the  a  of  the  diphthong 
on;  to  o,  both  changes  being  made  to  prevent  the  whole 
word  from  being  too  ponderous,  for  a  is  the  heaviest  of  the 
three  representatives  of  the  Indian  nr  a  (a,  e,  o) ;  and  for 
this  reason  av  appears  to  be  especially  the  representative  of 
the  Vriddhi   diphthong  iSt  dte,*  while  for  ift  d=a  +  ii,   is 


*  See  Vocalismus,  Rem.  2.  p.  193,  &c. 
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found  either  eu  or  ov.  In  the  feminine  form  avrij,  if  we  dis- 
tribute it  thus,  li-avrrjf  the  diphthong  remains  unweak- 
ened«  as  in  rairro.  But  aurtj  may  also  be  derived  from 
'd'VTTi,  and  the  loss  of  the  first  element  of  the  diphthong  may 
be  assumed ;  the  gender  would  then  be  expressed  in  both 
members  of  the  compound,  and  a  better  distinction  would  be 
made  from  the  masculine  and  neuter  base  touto.  But  if,  as 
appears  to  me  preferable,  we  make  the  latter  accord  with 
the  explanation,  which  has  just  been  given  of  the  feminine 
form,  the  o  of  ov  will  then  be  ascribed  to  the  article,  and  we 
shall  likewise  assume  that  the  a  of  av  is  dropped;  thus, 
o-Crof,  To-vTo.  Max.  Schmidt  (De  Pronomine  Gr,  et  Lot.  p.  38) 
sees  in  ovrog  only  the  article  compounded  with  itself,  and 
assumes  that  v  is  inserted;  thus  ovto^  for  otos,  avn]  for 
arrj.  He  addu^^es,  in  support  of  his  view,  6<rovTog,  toiovto^, 
nf\iKovTo^,  which  he  supposes  to  have  admitted  a  similar 
insertion.  I  am  of  opinion,  on  the  contrary,  that  these  forms 
do  not  contain  the  simple  base  of  the  article  TO  as  the  last 
element  of  their  composition,  but^AYTO  ;  for  why  should  not 
this  pronoun,  though  itself  already  a  compound,  admit,  just 
as  well  as  the  article,  of  being  combined  with  words  pre- 
ceding it  ?  I  do  not  agree  with  Max.  Schmidt  in  explain- 
ing the  adverbs  evravda,  evrevOev,  for  evBavda,  evdevdev, 
Ionic  evdavTOLf  evdevrev,  by  the  simple  duplication  of  the  suf- 
fixes 6a,  dev,  but  I  consider  them  to  be  compounded  of  two 
adverbs  of  similar  formation.  Though  avda,  avOev,  from  the 
pronominal  base  'AY,  of  which  more  hereafter,  have  not  been 
retained  in  use  by  themselves,  still  I  look  upon  evravda  as 
the  combination  of  evd^-^-avda,  and  evrevBev  as  that  of 
evdev-^-avdev.  In  order  to  avoid  the  concurrence  of  two 
breathings  in  the  two  syllables  which  meet  one  another,  the 
breathing  of  the  former  syllable  is  suppressed,  or,  as  in  the 
Ionic  dialect,  that  of  the  latter  is  dropped.  It  may  remain 
a  question,  whether  the  e  of  evdev  is  the  thin  sound  of  the 
a   of  avdev,  in  which  ease  the  preceding  adverb  has  lost 
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not  only  its  v,  but  its  e  also,  or  whether  avdev  has  been 
weakened  by  the  loss  of  its  a.  In  the  latter  case  evravda 
may  be  divided  into  evra-vOcu  It  is  at  least  more  natural 
to  suppose  the  combination  of  two  adverbs,  and  the 
weakening  of  the  latter,  on  account  of  the  ponderous  nature 
of  the  compound,  than  to  assume  the  mere  doubling  of  the 
formative  sufiBx  and  the  insertion  of  a  redundant  t;,  for  neither 
part  of  this  assumption  can  be  supported  by  analogous  phe- 
nomena elsewhere. 

345.  In  the  nominative  singular  masculine  and  feminine 
the  Sanscrit  substitutes — and  in  this  the  Gothic  remarkably 
coincides  with  it — ^for  the  T  sound  of  the  pronoun  under  dis- 
cussion an  8,  which  in  Zend,  according  to  §.  53.,  becomes 
%>*  h,  and  in  Greek  the  rough  breathing,  hence  Sanscrit 
«o,  sd,  tat,  Gothic  «a,  sd,  thctta,  Zend  hd,  hd,  tat,  Greek 
o,  'a,  TO.  The  Old  Latin  has  introduced  into  the  accusative 
ibis  originally  purely  subjective  pronominal  base :  sum  for 
eum,  and  sam  for  earn,  also  sapsa  as  nominative  for  sa-ipsa* 
As  this  s  is  excluded  from  the  neuter,  we  have  found 
in  it  (§•  134)  a  satisfactory  explanation  of  the  nominative 
sign,  the  s  of  which  is  likewise  foreign  to  the  neuter.  A 
remnant  of  the  old  8  of  the  base  is  still  preserved  by  the 
Greek  in  the  adverbs  aijfiepov  and  a^e^,  though  as  these 
compounds  express  an  accusative  relation,  not  that  of  a 
nominative,  they  accord  with  the  use  of  the  Sanscrit  lan- 
guage less  than  the  Attic  forms  Trjfiepov,  rrjre^,  as  w  ^a  is 
the  general  theme,  but  ^  8a  only  that  of  the  nominative. 
The  first  member  of  the  said  compounds  occurs  in  the 
primary  form  or  theme,  the  final  o  of  which  (=:v  a)  has 
been  changed  into  e,  having  been  melted  down  with  the  fol- 
lowing e  and  i; ;  thus  r^ej,  aiJTeg  from  re-eTeg,  o-e-erey  for 
To-ere^,  cro-eref ;    r^fiepov,  aifjfiepov  from  re-rifiepov,  tre-YiyLepov 


*  Accusative  plural  mm,  cf.  Max.  Schmidt  *'*'  De  Pionomine  Gr.  et  Lat.' 
pp.  11,12. 


; 


482  PRONOUNS. 

for  ro-tffxepov,  (ro^tffjiepav.  These  adverbs  correspond  to  the 
Sanscrit  adverbial  compounds  (Avyayi'^bhdva),  which  con- 
tain a  substantive,  assuming  an  accusative  neuter  form 
as  their  last  member;  eg.  ^m^M\  yatM-^shraddkamf 
"  according  to  troth,*^  from  MMt  shraMkd,  feminine  "  troth."^ 

346.  The  Greek  £eiIIs  into  an  abuse,  in  extending  the 
substitution  of  the  rough  breathing  for  the  T  sound  also 
to  the  nominative  plural,  as  in  ol,  al,  while  the  cognate  lan- 
guages preserve  the  Doric-epic  forms  to/,  to/  as  the  original  : 
Sanscrit  i)'  ti,  ht^  tds,  2iend  ^(f^  M,  ^^  ido,  Gothic  thai, 
thds  (compare  §.  228.)- 

347.  With  reference  to  the  masculine  nominative  sin- 
gular, we  have,  moreover,  to  remark  the  remarkable  coinci- 
dence of  the  Greek,  Gothic,  and  Sanscrit  in  retaining  the 
case-sign,  so  that  6  for  6^  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit-Gothic 
aa  for  aas.  The  latter  appears  analogous  to  the  interro- 
gative hvas,  "  who  ? "'  in  Gothic  (§.  135.).  In  Sanscrit, 
however,  the  suppression  of  the  case-sign  is  not  quite 
universal ;  for  before  a  stop  we  find  9:  saK  euphonic  for 
saa  (§.  22.  and  Gramm.  Crit  §.  75.  a.) ;  and  before  words 
beginning  with  a  iltaS,  according  to  a  general  principle  of 
sound  from  sast  by  melting  down  the  s  to  u,  and  regularly 
contracting  the  a  +  u  to  ^  (§.  2.).  On  the  form  s6  is  based 
the  Zend  ^  M,  the  6  of  which  is  retained ;  so  that  a»^  ha 
which  might  be  expected  for  9  «a,  does  not  occur. 
Although,  then,  }j^  hd  is  strikingly  similar  to  the  Greek 
6,  stUl  the  relationship  of  the  two  forms  cannot  be  looked  for 
in  the  o-sound,  as  the  Greek  6  rests  on  the  suppression  of 
the  case-sign  and  usual  substitution  of  o  for  ir  a  (§.  4.), 
while  the  Zend  Ad  is  to  be  referred  to  the  existence  of  a 
case-sign  (u  for  s),  and  its  contraction  with  the  a  of  the 
base  to  6. 

348.  The  reason  why  this  pronoun  gladly  dispenses 
with  the  usual  nominative  sign  s  may  be,  partly,  because 
the  said  case-sign  has  itself  proceeded  from  the  base  sa. 
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and   that  9a  does   not  admit  of  being  re-oombined  with 
itself;    and,  partly — and  this  perhaps  is  the  surer  ground 
— that  the  pronouns,  in    general,   are    so    strongly  and 
vividly  personified   by  themselves,   that  they  are  not   in 
need  of  a  very  energetic  and  animated  sign  of  personality ; 
for  which  reason,  although  ^ifi^  aham  "  I,'"  mi^  tvam,  "  thou,'" 
^f^  ayanif  *'  this,"''  ^HP^  gvayamj  "  self,""  have   a   termina- 
tion, it  is  not  that  of  the  usual  nominative,  but  they  ap* 
pear  as  neuters  in  the  more  objective  or  accusative  garb ; 
while  mvlaxdUf  m.  f.  *'  that,'^  if  its  final  diphthong  is  com- 
bined  with  the  u  of  the  oblique  case  w^  amu  (compare 
§.  156.),  is  completely  devoid  of  termination,  and  merely 
adopts  the  Vriddhi  augment  of  the  final  vowel  of  the  base.''^ 
The  Latin  obeys  the  same  principle  in  the  pronouns  hi-^, 
iUe,  ide,  ipse^  which  are  deprived  of  the  nominative  sign, 
and  for  which  we  might  have  expected  hia-c    (compare 
hwnrc  from  hu-mc),  UluSf  istus,  and  ipsuSf  which  latter  actually 
occurs;  and  in  the  same  language  the  relative  qui  is  dis- 
tinguished from  the  more  energetic  interrogative  quis  by 
the  absence  of  the  nominative  sign.    In  agreement  with  this 
principle  stands  also  the  circumstance,  that  in  Sanscrit  the 
masculine  pronominal  bases  in  a,  in  the  plural  nominative 
have  not,  like  other  words,  as  for  their  termination,  but,  in 
like  manner,  suppress  the  case  suffix,  and  extend  the  a  of 
the  base  to  ^  ^  by  the  admixture  of  a  purely  phonetic 
i ;  hence  W  t^t  from  which  the  dative  and  ablative  tt-bhyas, 
genitive    U-shAfih  locative   tS-shu.       It   has    been    before 
pointed  out  (§.  228.)  what  relation  the  cognate  languages 
bear  to  Sanscrit  in  this  respect.     And  it  may  be  observed, 
further,   that  the  pronouns  of  the  first  and  second  person 
do    not    admit,   in    the    plural,  the    termination   as,   but 


*  The  belief  in  this  actnally  being  the  case  is  supported  by  the  Pali,  in 
which  the  fbnn  a«ti,  without  Vriddhi,  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  asdu. 
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employ  ^nn^  vay-am,  ^^J^^  yu-y-^Ltn,  with  a  neuter  singular 
form,  and  in  the  Veda  dialect  ^l^  asmi,  ^^  yushm^,  after 
the  usage  of  pronouns  of  the  third  person.  The  Greek 
forms  afifieg,  vfifie^f  ^fiei^,  vfiei^  appear,  therefore*  so  much 
the  more  to  be  a  more  recent  adaptation  to  the  ordinary 
mode  of  formation  ;  and  what  (§§.  335.  337.)  has  been  said 
regarding  the  s  of  the  Lithuanian  mSs,  yus,  the  Gothic  veU, 
yu8,  and  the  Latin  nos,  vos  obtains  additional  confirmation 
from  the  present  remark.  The  pronominal  base  w^amu, 
"  that/**  also  avoids,  in  the  masculine,  the  nominative-ter- 
mination as,  and  forms  ami,  illi,  which  serves  as  a  theme  to 
the  oblique  plural  cases,  with  the  exception  of  the  accusa- 
tive ;  hence  ViflfH^  ami-bhis,  ViAmi^  ami-hhya^,  wAmif^  ami- 
shdm,  ^nrf^  ami'shu.  These  forms  confirm  the  opinion 
that  the  nominative  tS  also,  and  the  like,  are  void  of 
inflexion. 

349.  We  here  give  a  general  view  of  the  entire  declen- 
sion of  the  pronoun  under  discussion.  From  the  Latin 
we  adduce  the  compound  is-te,  as  the  simple  form  does  not 
occur.  The  Zend  forms  in  brackets  I  have  not  met  with, 
but  have  formed  them  according  to  the  analogy  of  the 
compound  a>^aa»  aS-ta,  and  other  pronouns  of  the  third 
person,  with  which  we  may  suppose  the  base  xi^  ta  to 
have  originally  agreed  in  inflexion.  Observe,  also,  the 
occasional  weakening  of  the  t  to  d,  mentioned  in  §.  343. 
Those  cases  of  the  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic  to  which  * 
is  prefixed,  etymologically  do  not  belong  to  this  place,  but 
to  the  compound  m  tya,  mentioned  in  §.  353. 

:  >'  SINGULAR. 

MASCULINE. 

Sanscrit,        Zend.  Greek.  Latin.      Gothic.  Lith.      Old  Sclav. 

N.  sa,8ah,86,  h6,  6,  is-TE,       sa,             tas,           t\ 

Ac.  tam,            tern,  t6v,  is-TUM,    thana,  tail,          t\ 

I.    t^na,  (til),  ^S,  /wmt,  *<yem. 
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SINGULAR. 


a.' 

8 
12 


MASCULINE. 

Sanscrit.  Zend.         Greek,    Latin,  Gothic,        Lith.       Old  Sci. 

D.    tasmdii^  (Jahmdi)^^  tq,      U-TI?       thamma?  tarn*      fomu. 

Ah.  tcLsmdl,  (tahmfit),     .  .  .   is-TO^D),  ....         

G.    tasya,  (tah^y      toioJ  is-tlUS,^  this,  to,         logo, 

L.    tasmin?  {tahmi)^     ,  .  .    tamen?^^     ....        tarn^t^^  torn, 

KEUTBR. 

N.Actaf^''       tat:^         to'/'     isTUD,'^    thata,'*     tai,''      to,'*' 

m 

The  rest  like  the  Masculine. 

PEMTNTNE. 

N.  8/i,  Ms  *d,i7,  is-Tyi,  sd,  ta,      to. 

Ac.  idm,  (ianm),        rav,  ttJv,  is-TAM,     thd,         tan,    tu}'' 

I.    taydf  (tahmya),^^ ....      to,      foyH, 

D.  fo#y4i,'*  (tanhdi),^    t^,  t??,      is-TI,         thXzai?^  tai,     tot, 

Ah. taayds,^^  (tanhdt),^     ....       is-TA(D) 

G.  tasy/is,'^  {tanfuio),^  toj,  r!j^,  is-TWS,^  thizds,^^  tds,     toya.^ 

L.   tasydnif^^  {tahmya),^ ....      toyp^toi. 

*  See  §.166.  '  iHi^  and  similar  pronominal  forms,  differ  from  the 

common  second  declension,  to  which  they  helong,  in  this  particular,  that 
they  preserve  the  case-termination  in  preference  to  the  final  vowel  of  the 
base ;  thus,  ieti  for  istoi^  opposed  to  lupo  for  lupoi.  '  Regarding  mmt 

from  «m,  see  §.  170.,  and  with  reference  to  the  termination  §.  ^^. 
Rem.  3.  ^  §.  176.  «  §.  267.  subfinem.  «  We  might,  also, 

expect  H3^^^  tanhi  and  ^^jSjm^  tainhi^  according  to  the  analogy  of 

l^tyjuu  anhi^  which  often  occurs  as  well  as  dhi  (from  the  base  a),  and 
Hd%Hj£jAS  atnA/,  and  similar  forms  (§§.  41.  and  56.  a.).  ^  §.189. 

«  §.  269.  »  §.  120.  '0  §.  34S.  "»  §§.  176. 197.  '»  The 

m  comes  from  the  appended  pronoun  ema  (comp.  §.  267.  end) :  in  the 
instrumental  iyem^  on  the  contrary,  it  belongs  to  the  case-sign  (§.  266.). 
'»  §§.  155.  156.  '*  §.  155.  and  281.  *  '«  §.  157.  '^  The 

Sdavonic  to,  and  similar  pronominal  neuters,  are  to  be  explained,  like  the 
Greek,  through  the  suppression  of  a  T-sound ;  while  substantive  and  ad- 
jective forms  in  o — with  the  exception  of  those  fW)m  bases  in  *  (as  n^ho 
from  NEBES) — have  lost  a  final  nasal,  which  the  Greek  retains,  both 
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according  to  the  euphonic  law  in  §,  265.  L  ^^  §.  266.  *•  §.  17 1  • 

'»  §.  172.  »  §.  172.  Note  *.  »»  §.  366.  Rem.  3.  «  If  we 

assume  that  the  termination  yuSj  peculiar  to  the  pronouns,  which  in 
§.  189.  is  considered  as  the  transposed  form  of  the  Sanscrit  termination 
syaj  belonged  originally  to  the  feminine,  and  from  that  gender  has  been 
unoiganically  transferred  to  the  others,  then  {i9)tius— from  (is)H-yu$^  for 

{ittjia-ytu would  agree  tolerably  well  with  the  Sanscrit  tasyds^  with  the 

loss  of  the  9  preceding  y — in  this  resembling  the  Sclayonic  taya  for  tasya^ 
§.  271.,  and  shortening  the  hist  d  but  one ;  after  which  from  the  short  a, 
as  is  so  frequently  done  before  a  final  «,  an  unoiganic  u  -is  formed. 
»  From  tatyoi,  §.  271.  **  §.  202.  «  §.  268.  Rem.  « 

DUAL. 
MASCULINE. 

Sanaerit.        Zend.        Greek.  LUh.        CM  Sclav. 

N.Ac.     Mu,td,^    (tAo,td),    T<3,  /5,  to. 

I.D.  Ah.  tdbhydm,  {tafibya),  D.  toV  D.  •Ziem,»  l.D.  Vyema.^ 

G.L.       tayds,        [taySy      G.  roiv,   G.ti',         ioyH? 

NBUTER. 

N,Ac.     Ua  (rf),  TO),  ....         iye,^ 

The  rest  like  the  Masculine. 

FBMINIKR. 

N.Ac.     U?  iti),  rk  tie,  tyeJ^ 

LD.Ab.  tdbydm,     (tdbya),     D.  raTi/,  tom,^  *tyema.^ 

G.  L.       tayds,         ....         G.  raiv,  G.  tA,  toyti. 

»  VIda  form,  see  §.  208.  «  §.  221.  »  §.  216.  <  §.  273., 

where,  however,  the  reason  for  the  ye,  instead  of  the  to  be  anticipated  o, 
was  incorrectly  assigned.  The  truth  is,  obyema  is  founded  on  the  Sanscrit 
base  "9^^  ul>hayay  nom.  ubhayam^  '^  both";  and  with  regard  to  the  designa- 
tion of  the  number  two,  we  must  observe,  that  the  Lithuanian,  also,  forms 
some  cases  from  an  extended  theme  in  ia^  euphonic  ie ;  viz.  the  gen.  duney-u^ 
and  the  dative  dwie-m  ;  the  former,  with  regard  to  its  j^  before  the  case-ter- 
mination, agrees  with  the  Sclavonic  dvoy-u  and  Sanscrit  dtsay-de  (§.  273. 
Note  *) ;  the  theme  of  both  cases  is  dwie^  from  dwiOy  and  is  founded,  in 
my  opinion,  on  the  Sanscrit  ffl|  dvaya^ ''  a  pair,"  with  the  suppression  of 
the  a  preceding  the  y.     On  this,  then,  is  based,  also,  the  Sclavonic 


PRONOUNS. 


487 


dvsfem,  aa  also  <yem,  on  the  compound  pronominal  base  nf  iya  (§.  363,); 
*  §.  254.  Rem.  1.  «  §.  273.  Note  *.  ^  §.  212.  •  §.  213. 


§.  2ia 


PLURAL. 


MA8CULINB. 


Greek. 
to/,  oJ/ 


Satuerit.        Zend. 

:.      tdn,        (tony 

idU^       (Mif ),  

,Ab.tibhya99  taSibyS,  8.Loc« 

ttAut     (iaishva),        D.  To7a-/, 


Latm.  Goihic,        LUh.  Old  Sclav. 

is-TV  thai,'  *tie,'  ti.' 

is-TOS,  titans,  tu8,tu8,  ty.^ 

•  •  •  •_  ....  to*,*  *tyemi^ 
w-T/S,*  thaim?  *tiem(u)s,^  Hyem.^ 
u-T0RUM?thiz6?  W,  tyekh.'' 

•  •  •  •  •  .  •  .  tuse,  tyekh}^ 


NEUTER. 

The  rest  like  the  Masculine. 


thd,'^ 


ta. 


u 


nuaNiNB. 

.       M»,         (Mo),  ra/,  oJ,*      is-TAE,^  thSs,  tas, 

c     ids,         (tdo),  Tci?,  M-r^  /Ad»,  fas, 

idbhis,    (tdbis),  ....  ....  ....  tomis, 

lAKidbhyas.  (tdbyd),  8.L.  w-T^,  thaim,^Uom(u)8,^ 

;       ed«dm,»   (idonhanmy^TA<av,riiv,is'TJRUM?thizd,^  t4, 

,       idsu,        tdhoOf  D.  ra?<r/,      .  —  ....  tosa, 


ty.'' 

ty}' 

*tyemt. 

*tyem.^ 

tyekh.^' 

tyekV^ 


I  §§.228. 348.    Regarding  the  Lithuanian  He  see,  also,  §.  235.  Note  * 
and  for  the  Sdavonic  H  §.  274  '  §.  239.  '  §.  275.  «  §.  219. 

The  surprising  agreement  between  the  Sanscrit  ^(«  t6is  and  Lithuanian 
loif  is  so  fior  fortuitous,  as  that  the  Sanscrit  has  rejected  its  Ih  and  the 
Lithuanian  the  m  derired  from  ft,  independently  of  each  other.  The 
SchiTonic  ti/emi^  from  tyemU  (§.  277.))  points  to  a  Lithuanian  ta-mitj  and 
is  analogous  to  the  Veda  forms  like  II  hK^  41  oio^w,  mentioned  in  §.  219., 
and  to  the  common  pronominal-instrumental  l^iw  S-bhisy  *' through 
this,"  from  the  base  %fa.  It  is,  however,  doubtful  whether  the  ye  of 
tyemi  is  founded  on  the  corruption  of  the  Sanscrit  ^  ^  of  a  Veda  form 
which  may  be  supposed  to  have  existed,  tSbhUj  according  to  §.  255.  «.,  or 
whether,  as  I  am  more  inclined  to  think,  this  case,  like  several  others, 
belongs  to  the  compound  base  lUtya,  to  which,  also,  is  to  be  assigned  the 
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singular  instruincntal  tyem^  as  from  the  base  to  on]y  torn  could  proceed, 
according  to  the  analogy  of  raJbom^  from  the  base  rabo.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  locative  tytkh  is  not  to  be  referred  here,  as  all  o  bases  in  this 
case  have  ye  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  S ;  as,  rahyekh^  from  the  theme 
raho.  Concurrent  forms  are  wanting  in  the  common  declension  for/yeAAy 
it  answers,  however,  to  ^^TT  tiskdm^  just  as  the  locative  of  similar  sound 
does  to  Thf  tishu ;  and  for  it  also,  therefore,  we  do  not  have  recourse  to 
the  pronoun  compounded  with  l|  ya,  however  natural  it  might  appear 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Grammar,  which  is  limited  to  the  Sclavonic 
alone,  that  all  the  ye,  which  occur  in  this  pronoun^  are  of  the  same 
origin.  ^  From  istihus  for  istchus^  see  §.  244.  ^  §§.  215.  and 

288.  Rem.  4.  ^  §§.  216.  and  236.  Note  *.  «  §.  276.  »  §.  248. 

'•  Comp.  ^  vyy^iJUAs  aSshahm^  *'^horum*'  from  the  base  a.  Vend.  S.  p.  230, 
and  elsewhere  (erroneously  jj^  s  for  M,  see  §§.61.  62.).  "  §.  284. 

Rem.  6.  '»§.  234.  Note  t-  »»§.23l.  "§.274.         »§.271. 

'^  This  has  found  its  way  from  the  other  genders  into  the  feminme, 
where  we  should  expect  1h6m^  while  in  the  masculine  and  neuter  the  at 
has  its  ancient  fixed  position  (§.  288.  Rem.  4.).  In  Sclavonic,  all  oblique 
plural  cases  are  borrowed  from  the  masculine,  hence  tyemi^  tyem^  tydch^ 
for  tyanUy  tyam^  tyakh^  or  tomt,  tarn,  taJch.  '^  Compare  the  often-oc- 

curring ^"^^J^Mi  aonhahm^  ^^harum"  (§.66^),  Sanscrit  d^dm^  from  the 
base  (S.  Polysyllabic  bases  in  Zend  shorten  the  feminine  d  in  the  genitive 
plural ;  hence,  not  aSldonhahm^  but  ^^^^^»m  aStanhahm  (according 
to  §.  66".)  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  Hdsdm, 

350.  The  weakening  of  the  t  to  d,  mentioned  in  §.  343., 
which  occasionally  enters  into  the  pronominal  base  id, 
coincides  with  that  which  takes  place  in  Greek  in  the  ap- 
pended particle  Se,  which,  when  isolated,  is  used  as  a  con- 
junction, and  to  which  no  more  suitable  origin  can  be  assigned 
than  the  pronominal  base  TO.  The  weakening  of  the  vowel 
o  to  6  resembles  that  which  occurs  in  the  uninflected  vocative 
of  bases  in  o  (§.  204.),  as  also  in  the  equally  uninflected 
accusatives  /xe,  (re,  e,  (§.  326.)  The  descent  of  the  tenuis  to 
the  medial  occurs  also  in  Sanscrit,  in  the  isolated  neuter 
form  i'danit  "  this  "  and  a-das,  "  that,"  inasmuch  as,  in  my 
opinion,    this    is    the    proper    distribution*    which    with 


*   Cf.  Influence  of  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  p.  13. 
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reference  to  i-dam  is  supported,  also,  by  the  Latin  i-dem, 
qui-dam.  In  Sanscrit  ^i^  i-dam  and  V?^  a-das  are  limited 
to  the  nominative  and  accusative  neuter,  which  are  the  same 
in  sound,  and  are  deficient  in  the  formation  of  the  other 
caseSy  which  originally  may  have  belonged  to  them,  as  the 
Greek  3e  has  still  left  behind  it,  in  Homer,  the  plural-dative 
Secat,  Seat  (roi^ieaah  roi^Seffi),  which,  according  to  what  was 
said  in  §.  253.  Rem.,  regarding  the  dative  in  ecr-o-i,  sounds 
very  homogenous  to  the  Sanscrit  neuter  das,  probably  a 
weakened  form  of  dai.  As  to  the  proof  of  the .  relation 
of  the  idea  of  the  conjunction  Se  to  that  of  our  pronoun,  it 
is  sufficient  to  remark,  generally,  that  all  genuine  conjunc- 
tions in  the  Indo-European  family  of  languages,  as  far  as 
their  origin  can  be  traced,  are  derived  from  pronouns,  the 
meaning  of  which  frequently  lies  more  or  less  obscured. 
Those  from  fiev  and  H  are  contrasted  with  one  another  like 
"this  "  and  "  that,'"  or  "the  other ;"  and  the  connection  of 
our  German  aber.  Old  High  German  cfar,  with  the  Indian 
W^^apara^8f  "the  other,""  has  been  already  shewn  else- 
where,  and  in-  the  same  manner  the  Gk)thic  Uh,  "  but,"'  of 
which  more  hereafter,  is  of  pronominal  origin,  just  as  the 
Latin  au-4€m, 

351.  A  descent  from  the  tenuis  to  the  medial,  similar 
to  that  which  we  have  observed  in  the  Greek  Se,  and 
in  SeiPCL,  which  will  be  discussed  hereafter,  is  exhibited  in 

Latin  in  the  adverbs  dum,  demunu  doned  derUque,  which 
all,  with  more  or  less  certainty,  belong  to  our  demon- 
strative base.  Perhaps  dudunh  also,  is  to  be  referred  to 
this  class,  and  is  to  be  regarded  as  the  doubling  of  the 
base  du  for  hh  tOf  as  tohiSf  which  has  retained  the  old 
tenuis.  In  Sanscrit,  the  doubling  of  pronouns,  in  which 
both  are  nevertheless  declined,  expresses  multiplicity; 
yd  yas  signifies   "  whoever,""  "  ^icu?ifue,""   and   yah  yamt 


*  VocalismnSy  p.  155. 

K  K 


490  PRONOUNS. 

^^  quemcunquer  &c.,  and  9a  saKt  tan  tam^  &c.  answers 
to  them.  Tatus  is  properly  ''  this  and  this,"'  "  the  one  and 
the  other  half/'  hence  the  whole.  The  case  is  the 
same  with  quisquis.  In  dudum^  "long  ago,''  the  notion  of 
multiplicity  is  equally  clear ;  and  for  this  reason  I  prefer 
viewing  it  as  the  combination  of  two  similar  elements 
rather  than  as  diu  and  dura.  The  same  relation,  in 
a  phonetic  respect,  that  dudum  has  to  tatus,  dutn  has  to 
tufOf  which  latter  has  been  marked  above  (§.  343.)  as  the 
accusative.  The  circumstance,  that  in  these  pronominal 
adverbs  the  accusative  inflexion  does  not  stand  in  its  cus- 
tomary sense,  ought  not  to  divert  us  from  this  mode  of 
derivation;  for  in  adverbs  the  case-inflexions  very  fre- 
quently overstep  their  ordinary  signification.  Notwith- 
standing, it  cannot  be  denied  that,  in  all  pronominal 
adverbs  of  this  kind,  or  at  least  in  some  of  them,  the  m 
might  also  belong  to  the  appended  pronoun  sma,  which  is 
so  widely  diffused  in  Sanscrit  and  its  kindred  languages, 
and  has  been  conjectured  to  exist  in  ta-men  as 
analogous  to  the  Sanscrit  locative  tcwnin,  and  in 
immo  by  assimilation  from  ismo*  According  to  this 
mode  of  explanation,  in  the  Latin  forms  dunif  turn,  tarn, 
qaam,  &c.,  there  would  be  exactly  as  much  left  of  the 
appended  pronoun,  and  the  case-terminations  combined 
with  it,  as  in  our  German  datives,  as  dem*  went,  and  the 
Sclavonic  locatives,  as  torn.  The  locative  would  be  very 
suitable  for  dum,  "  since,"  "  while,"  (in  which  time),  and 
turn  in  the  meaning  ''  then,"  and  consequently  du^-m  and 
tu-m  would  be  =  Sanscrit  wfin^  ta-smiru  Old  Sclavonic  torn. 
For  the  meaning,  "hereupon,"  which  in  Sanscrit  is  expressed 
by  THR^  iatasy  (literally  "  from  there  "),  it  might  be  better  to 
refer  to  the  ablative  mHT?^  ta^midt,  for  it  is  not  necessary 
that  turn,  in  all  its  meanings,  should  belong  to  one  and  the 


*  In  the  auUior  8  Eaaay  on  Demonstratir  stamme,  p.  21. 


PRONOUNS,  491 

same  case-form,  as  the  m  approaches  very  closely  to  the 
termiiiations  ?^  smdif  ^ivn^  smdt,  and  ft^^  smir^- 

352.  Demumf  considered  as  a  demonstrative  form,  agrees 
exceedingly  well,  apart  from  the  weakening  of  the  con- 
sonantSy  with  the  Greek  rijfjLog,  with  respect  to  which  the 
obsolete  form  demus  is  to  be  remarked.  In  rijfiog,  however, 
to  which  the  relative  rj^io^  corresponds,  there  is  no  necessity 
to  follow  Buttmann  in  regarding  the  latter  portion  of  it  as 
the  substantive  ^fjuxp,  notwithstanding  the  apparent  induce- 
ment for  so  doing  contained  in  avrfjuap ;  but  I  prefer  divid- 
ing thus,  Trj-fwSf  ^'jJto^f  and  I  consider  n;,  37,  to  be  merely 
the  lengthening  of  the  base  TO,  as  according  to  §§.  3.  4., 
o=^m  (h  and  i;=vTd.  Thus  this  i;  coincides  with  the 
cognate  Sanscrit  d,  in  several  pronominal  derivations,  with 
the  base-vowel  lengthened,  as  in^yd-vaU  "how  much,"' 
"  how  long,""  "  while,"  &a,  and  with  the  word  answering  to 
it,  IIWH  td-vat*  Nay,  we  might  not  perhaps  venture 
too  far  if  we  were  to  recognise  in  /uo^  a  corruption 
of  inr  vaif  the  v  being  hardened  to  /x,  as  we  perceive 
happens  among  other  words  in  ipifKo ^^^^mfk  dravdmU 
"I  run,"  (p.  114),  the  t  being  changed  to  $*,  which  is  ne- 
cessary at  the  end  of  words  if  the  T  sound  is  not  to 
be  entirely  dropped,  modifications  which  have  aided  us 
in  explaining  several  forms  of  importance  in  Gram- 
mar (§§.  152. 183.).  In  demum,  dermis,  however,  the  de- 
monstrative force  is  not  so  clearly  perceptible  as  in  the 
cognate  Greek  expression,  and  it  lies  concealed  under 
the  usual  translation,  ''  then  first,''"  or  "  at  last,""  which 
does  not  affect  the  general  sense  of  the  sentence.  Still 
nunc  demum  venia  ?  means,  properly,  ''  now  comest  thou  at 
this  (so  late  a  time)  ?'"  Hie  time  is  doubly  denoted  ;  and  in 
this  lies  the  emphasis,  first  by  nunc,  from  the  pronominal 
base  nu9  and  next  by  demum.  In  such  adverbs,  however, 
of  place  and  time,  it  is  not  required  to  express  the  place 
and  time  formally,  and  this  is  done  very  rarely.  In 
general,  the  mind  has  to  understand  these  categories  in  the 
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interior,  as  it  were,  of  the  verbal  forra.      It  is  the  property 
of  the  pronouns  that  they  convey  the  secondary  notion  of 
space,  which  then   admits  of  being   transferred   to  time. 
Thus  our  wo,  **  where,"    has   reference   to   place ;    waniu 
"  when,'"  to  time ;   dch  **  then  "  or  "  there,"  to  both ;   but  the 
pronominal  idea  alone  is  formally  represented  in  all  three. 
When   it   is    required  to    denote    adverbially    absolutely 
definite  divisions  of  time,  a  pronoun  is  naturally  combined 
with   the   designation  of  time  in   question,   as    in    hodie, 
ariiJLepov,  and  heute, "  to-day,"  (Old  High  German,  hiutu,  §.  162.). 
But  if,  in  these  expressions,  one  of  the  ideas  combined  in 
them   were  to   lose   its   formal  designation,  that   of  time 
would   most   easily   be    dispensed    with ;     the    important 
matter  being  "on  this"  and   not   "on  that  (day);"  and 
the  language   therefore  adheres   more  tenaciously  to  the 
pronominal  element   than  to  that  of  time,  which  is  very 
faintly   seen  in   our  heute,   and    even    in   the   Old    High 
German  hiutu.      Hence  I  cannot  believe  that  the  adverbs 
dum,  demum,  donee,  denique,  are  connected  with  the  term 
for  "day"  (§.  122.),  which  is  common  to  the  Latin  and  the 
Sanscrit,  to  which  Hartung  (Gr.  Particles,  I.  230),   besides 
the    forms   which   have   been   mentioned,    refers,    among 
others,   yam  and  the  Gothic  yu,   "  now,"   "  already,"  and 
yuthan,  "already,"  as  also  the  appended  dam  in  qui-dam, 
regarding  which  §ee  above  (§.  350.).      In  the  first  place,  in 
the  dam  of  quon-dam,  and  in  the  dem  of  tan-dem,  we  might 
admit  the  term  denoting  "day"  without  being  compelled, 
from  the  reason  given  above,  to  this  explanation,  still  less 
to   the   inference  that   qui-dam,  qui-dem,   and   i-dem,  also 
have  arisen  in  this  manner.       If  quondam  contains  the 
name  of  "  day,"  then  its  dam  approaches  most  nearly  to 
the  Sanscrit  accusative  upr  dydm  from  ift  dyS,  "  heaven,"' 
which,   like  other   appellations  of  heaven,  may  also  have 
signified  "  day,"   as   a    shoot    from   the   root    fi»^  div,  "  to 
shine,"  (§.  122.).      With   this  accusative  ^mi^dydm,  agrees. 
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also,  the  Greek  irjv,  "  long,'*  if,  as  Hartung  conjectures,  it 
is  taken  from  an  appellation  of  "  day,""  like  the  Latin  diu 
(Sanscrit  ^rfyii,  "day."')*  On  the  other  hand,  I  prefer 
referring  the  particle  S^  to  our  demonstrative  base,  the  signifi- 
cant and  animating  force  of  which  is  evinced  clearly  enough 
in  the  way  in  which  it  is  used.  We  return  to  the  Latin 
donee— ^he  more  complete  form  of  which,  danicumj  has 
been  already,  in  another  place,  divided  into  d(Mrucum — since 
I  see  in  it  a  connection,  in  formation  and  base,  with  the 
Greek  ttjvikou  "  So  long  as  is  the  time  in  which,''  or  "  in 
which  time,"  "  how  long  a  time,"  and  do  here  represents  the 
pronominal  idea,  and  nee,  nicuniy  that  of  time,  as  it  also 
actually  expresses,  which  will  be  shewn  hereafter,  a  division 


*  Perhaps  we  should  also  class  under  this  head  17/uepa,  and  divide  it  into 
^/Mepoj  considering  it  as  ''  day-time."  The  first  member  of  the  compound 
would  have  lost  the  T  sound  of  the  Sanscrit  base  VT^2/^9  ^  in  §.  122.,  we 
have  seen  ¥u  proceed  from  Dyu^  and  the  rough  breathing  would,  as  fre- 
quently happens  in  Greek — c.  g.  in  ^xap,  answering  to  jecur  and  H^^ 
yakrit — supply  the  place  of  the  y.  As  regards  the  second  portion  of 
^ftepa^  we  might  easily  suppose  it  connected  with  fiepoK-  If  this  idea  be 
well  founded,  then  Jf^epa  would  mean  *^  day's-side"  or '^  light-side "  (of 
time).  But  ft€pa  admits,  also,  of  comparison  with  a  word  which,  in  San- 
scrit, means  time  in  general  and  day  of  the  week ;  for  by  assuming  the  fre- 
quently-mentioned hardening  of  a  o  to  m  (cf.  p.  425),  and  a  shortening  of 
the  middle  vowel,  we  arrive  at  the  Sanscrit  "^TT.^^)  which  has  been  before 
the  subject  of  discussion  (§.  300.),  and  with  which,  too,  our  maly  Gothic  mSl 
(theme  m/fo),  is  connected.  According  to  this  view,  rj-ftepa  would,  there- 
fore, signify  ^^  day's-time,"  in  which  case  an  etymological  connection  be- 
tween fttpa  and  fiepo^  might  still  exist,  inasmuch  as  /jt^ipofiaiy  from  tlie  base 
MAP  (cT/iopraO)  is  probably  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  base  var  (vrt),  '^  to 
cover*  and  "  to  choose  ";  whence  txira  (nominative  twmm), "  the  gift,  lent  by 
a  god  or  a  Brahman,"  "  grace";  and  whence  is  derived,  also,  vdra^  "opportu- 
nity," "  time,"  &c.  For  further  particulars  regarding  the  base  ^  var  (t| 
vri)  and  its  branches  in  the  European  cognate  languages,  see  my  Vocalis- 
mus,  p.  166. 

t  Influence  of  the  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  p.  12. 
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of  time.  In  the  Sanscrit  iipn^  ydvat,  on  the  other  hand, 
from  the  relative  base  ya,  which  signifies  both  "so  long'*'' 
and  ''until/'  the  pronominal  idea  is  alone  represented ;  and 
we  have  hereby  a  firesh  proof  of  the  existence  of  a  de- 
monstrative element  in  donee,  donicum.  Demqwe,  in  like 
maimer,  with  regard  to  its  origin,  appears  to  be  related  to 
rfiviKOL^  to  which  it  bears  a  surprising  resemblance,  with  qu 

for  h  as  in  quis,  quidf  corresponding  to  ip^  kas,  fw{  kimj 
K&s,  Ko7os,  &c. 

d5a  The  pronominal  base  w  ta  is  combined,  in  Sanscrit, 
with  the  relative  base  yo,  for  the  formation  of  a  new 
pronoun  of  similar  signification,  which  belongs  especially 
to  the  Veda  dialect,  and,  like  many  other  Veda  words,  has 
found  more  frequent  use  in  the  European  cognate  languages 
than  in  the  common  Sanscrit.  The  a  of  ir  to  is  suppressed 
in  this  compound,  hence  ig  tya  ;  and  in  the  nominative  of 
the  personal  genders,  as  in  the  simple  w  to,  the  T  sound 
is  replaced  by  s;  hence  ;9rj^  syas,  WT  syd,  W^^  tyat ;  accusa- 
tive iqi^  tyam,  TTP^  ty&m,  TTI^  tyat,  &c.  The  base  ^a, 
which  is  limited  to  the  nominative,  with  its  feminine  form 
syAf  possesses  a  complete  declension  in  several  cognate 
languages,  and  in  the  Sclavonic  has  found  its  way  into 
the  neuter  also.  The  Gothic  has  adhered  most  closely 
to  the«  Sanscrit,  and  does  not  permit  this  pronoun 
to  extend  beyond  the  singular  nominative.  Moreover, 
only  the  feminine  form  si  remains ;  and  one  could  wish 
that  a  masculine  syi-s,  for  sya-St  (according  to  §.  135)  oc- 
curred with  it.  Most  of  the  forms,  however,  which  express, 
in  Gothic,  the  idea  "  he,"  and  its  feminine,  have  proceeded 
from  the  demonstrative  base  z,  among  which  «i,  though, 
as  it  were,  an  alien,  has  found  its  place.  This  si,  from 
the  base  ^d  =  Sanscrit  syd,  is  an  abbreviation  of  sya,  ac- 
cording to  the  analogy  of  the  substantive  declension  of 
like  termination  (Grimm's  second  strong  declension),  as 
thim  for  thiuya,  from  the  base  thiuyd. 
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354.  The  Old  High  German  siu  is  more  exactly  retained 
than  the  Grothic  sL  We  will  leave  it  undecided  whether 
it  should  be  written  syUf*  which  has  not  entirely  dropped 
the  Sanscrit  m  df  o(  im  syd,  but  has  first  shortened  it  to 
a,  and  then  weakened  it  to  ti.'^  U,  however,  in  Old  High 
Germany  is  a  fiAvourite  letter  after  i  or  y  (Vocalismus, 
p.  246.  Rem.  80.).  The  form  HUf  in  Old  High  German,  is 
not  so  isolated  as  w  in  Gothic;  but  from  the  base  sid 
springs  also  an  accusative  siOf  and  in  the  plural  the  form 
sia,  which  is  common  to  the  nominative  and  accusative, 
and,  in  a  Gothic  dress,  would  be  sydst  in  Sanscrit 
fqi^  i/yAg*  Contrasted  with  the  singular  nominative 
shh  the  accusative  ria  may  appear  remarkable,  for  in 
hoih  cases  similar  forms  might  have  been  expected. 
The  difference,  however,  consists  in  this»  that  the  nomina- 
tive form^  at  the  oldest  period  to  which  we  can  arrive  by 
the  history  of  the  language,  terminated  in  a  vowel  without 
any  case-sign  whatever,  while  in  the  accusative  the  vowel  of 
the  base  was  protected  by  a  nasal.  This  nasal,  then,  may 
have  preserved  the  old  quantity  of  a,  just  as,  in  Greek,  a  final 
a  frequently  occurs  in  places  where  a  nasal  was  permitted 
to  follow  it  by  the  old  Grammar ;  while,^where  a  short  a  sound 
is  found  originally  unprotected,  or  accompanied  by  consonants 
not  nasal,  it  is  usually  changed  into  e  or  o ;  hence  eirra,  ewia 
ieKOf  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  saptan^  navan^  damn,  though 
from  lliese  likewise  in  the  nominative  and  accusative,  ac- 
cording to  §§.  139.  313.,  mpta,  &c. ;  eSet^a  answering  to 
wfl^ll^  adHeshamt  itoBa  to  X(^  padanif  but  eiet^e  to  vRp^ir^ 
adikshaif  Kuxe  I  to  ^^  vrUcaj  eiet^aro  to  ^rf^^lfir  adikshala. 

355.  While  the  Gothic  article,  like  that  in  Greek,  is  to 


*  See  p.  367,  Rem.  5. ;  and  Vocalismus  p.  234,  Rem.  31. 
t  Respecting  u,  as  lighter  than  a  and  heavier  than  i,  see  Vocalismns 
p.  227,  Rem.  16. 
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be  referred  to  the  bases  discussed  in  §.  343.,  H  sa^  'msdflRtOf 
HT  id,  the  High  Grerman,  as  has  been  before  remarked  (§.  288. 
Rem.  5.)>  attaches  itself  chiefly  to  the  compound  iq  tya,  fern. 
tyd,  and  introduces  this  into  the  nominative  also ;  hence, 
in  the  feminine,  diu  (or  perhaps  dyu),  as  above  siu,  accusa^ 
tive  dia,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  w^  tydm,  and  in  the 
nominative  and  accusative  plural  dio=tyd8.  With  regard  to 
the  masculine,  compare,  with  the  Sanscrit  nominative  i^  tyi, 
the  form  die,  which  in  High  Grerman  has  found  its  way 
also  into  the  accusative,  which  in  this  language  is  every- 
where the  same  as  the  nominative.  In  the  neuter,  diu 
agrees  with  similar  Old  High  German  forms,  from  sub- 
stantive bases  in  ta,  as  khunniu.  In  the  masculine  singular, 
and  in  those  cases  of  the  neuter  which  are  the  same  as  the 
masculine,  the  compound  nature  of  our  pronominal  base  is 
less  palpable ;  and  taking  it  as  our  starting  point,  or  restrict- 
ing our  views  to  it,  we  should  have  classed  the  forms  cfer, 
d'eSf  demu,  den,  not  under  tya,  but,  like  the  Gothic  forms  of  kin- 
dred signification,  under  the  simple  base  w  to.  But  if  der,  den, 
be  compared  with  the  corresponding  feminine  cases  diu, 
dia,  and  with  the  masculine  plural  die,  without  the  suppo- 
sition— which  is  refuted  by  the  Sanscrit,  Lithuanian,  and 
Sclavonic — ^that  in  the  latter  word  a  redundant  i  is  inserted, 
which  never  occurs  in  other  parts  of  the  Old  High  Ger- 
man  Grammar,  then  the  assumption  becomes  necessary 
that  der,  des,  demu,  den,  have  had  their  origin  from  older 
forms,  as  dyar,  dyas  (=^r^<ya«,  iifPiif  iyasya),  so  that,  as 
very  frequently  happens  in  Gothic  (§.  72.),  in  the  syllable 
ya  the  a  is  dropped,  and  the  y  changed  into  a  vowel ; 
just  as,  above,  we  have  seen  si  and  thivi  spring  from  sya 
and  thiuya.  The  Old  High  German,  however,  very  com- 
monly employs  e  for  the  Gothic  tl 


*  See  Vocalismus,  p.  247. 
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356.  The  distribution  of  forms  with  e  and  l  (or  y) 
and  a  following  vowel  is  not  fortuitous,  but  rests  on 
an  historical  basis,  so  that  the  contraction  to  e  occurs 
universally  where  the  Sanscrit  has  a  short  a  after  i^  y  ;* 
but  the  more  full  form  is  found  only  when  a  long  d,  or 
the  diphthong  ^  accompanies  the  Indian  semivowel,  though 
this  circumstance  does  not,  in  every  case,  ensure  the  more 
complete  form  in  Old  High  German ;  for  in  the  genitive 
plural  we  find  derS  (masculine,  feminine,  and  neutet*),  not- 
withstanding the  Indian  i^RP^  tyhhdm  in  the  masculine 
and  neuter,  and  Tmn*^  tydsdm  in  the  feminine  ;  and  in  the 
dative,  together  with  dUm — according  to  Notker,  dien — 
occurs,  also,  dhn  or  dhi,  and  this,  too,  in  most  authorities. 
The  neuter  instrumental  diu  is  based  on  the  instrumental 
jus^^<3  thyd,^  which  may  be  supposed  to  exist  in  Zend,  and 
where,  therefore,  we  have,  in  like  manner,  the  i  or  y  retained 
with  original  long  vowels  following  that  letter.      Compare 


MASCXJUNE. 

SINGULAR. 

PLUBAL. 

Samerit. 

Old  H.  G. 

Sarucnt.        Old  H.  G. 

Nominative, 

syaSf 

der, 

tyi,                 die. 

Accusative, 

iyanij 

den. 

iydn,               die* 

Dative, 

tyasmdh 

demUf 

ty&hyast         diim. 

Grenitive, 

tyasya, 

deSf 

iyhhdm,         dero. 

NEUTER. 

Nom.  Ace. 

tyat, 

daz. 

tydni,  tyd ,     diu. 

Instrumental, 

tyhiUf  thyd ,     diu. 

tyibluSf 

The  rest  like  the  masculine. 

*  Respecting  the  neater  daz^  see  §.  366.  Rem.  2. 
t  I  cannot,  howeyer,  quote  thia  pronoun  in  Zend,  except  in  the  nomi- 
native plural  masculine  in  combination  with  the  relative,  §.  G2. 

>  The  latter  is  the  Veda  and  Zend  form,  see  §.  231.  and  §.  234.  Note  *. 
'  The  latter  the  Zend  fonn  pre-sapposed  above. 
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FEMININE. 

SINGULAR. 

PLURAL. 

Satucrit. 

Oldff.G. 

Sanscrit 

Old  H.  C?. 

Nominative, 

ayd, 

siu  ,  diti, 

tyds. 

dio. 

Accusative, 

tydmt 

dia. 

tyds. 

dio. 

Dative, 

tyctsydif 

denh 

tydbhyas, 

diim^ 

Genitive, 

tyasydSf 

dera, 

tydadm. 

dero. 

"Remark  1. — I  differ  from  Grimm,  whom,  §.288.  Rem.  5., 
I  have  followed,  as  I  here  ^ve  die,  not  dii,  and  in  the 
feminine  plural  dio,  not  did,  in  the  genitive  plural  dero»  and 
in  the  genitive  and  dative  singular  dera,  dera,  without  a  cir- 
cumflex; since  the  circumstance  that  theory,  and  the  history 
of  language,  would  lead  us  to  expect  a  long  vowel,  does 
not  appear  sufEcient  ground  for  the  inference  that  the 
original  long  quantity,  which  has  been  retained  in  Gothic, 
was  not  shortened  in  the  three  centuries  and  a  half  which 
elapsed  between  Ulfilas  and  the  oldest  High  German 
authorities.  Where  a  long  vowel  is  not  shewn  by  Kero's 
doubling  the  vowel,  or  Notker's  accenting  it  with  a  circumflex, 
which  is  not  the  case  in  the  examples  before  us,  we  have 
there  to  assume  that  the  vowel,  in  the  course  of  centuries, 
has  undergone  a  weakening  change.  To  this,  final  vowels 
are,  for  the  most  part,  subject ;  hence,  also,  the  subjunctive 
present  preserves  the  i,  which  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit 
^  ^  and  Gothic  ai  only  in  .persons  in  which  the  vowel 
is  protected  by  a  personal  termination  following  it ;  but 
in  the  first  and  third  persons  singular,  which  have  lost  the 
personal  signs,  the  organic  length  of  quantity  is  also  lost.* 

"  Remark  2. — It  is  very  probable  that  the  simple  base 


»  See  §.  354. 

*  Grimm  appears  to  have  committed  a  mistake  in  refemng,  1. 723.,  to 
the  third  p.  conj.  for  support  of  the  supposed  length  of  the  e  in  the  nomi- 
native plural,  as  at  p.  868  he  ascribes  to  it  a  short  e. 
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7  teif  was,  in  Old  High  German,  originally  more  fully  de- 
clined, and  that  remains  of  that  declension  still  exist.  The 
neater  daz  has  the  strongest  claim  to  be  viewed  as  such, 
which,  contrary  to  §.  288.  Rem.  5.,  I  now  prefer  referring  to 
the  Sanscrit  tat,  rather  than  to  tyat,  as  the  syllable  ig  tya 
has  elsewhere,  in  Old  High  German,  universally  become  de 
(§.  271.).  Perhaps,  too,  the  de  which  occurs  in  the  nomi- 
native plural  masculine,  together  with  die  (Grimm.  I.  791.), 
is  not  an  abbreviation  of  the  latter  by  the  rejection  of  the 
if  but  a  remnant  of  the  simple  pronoun,  and  therefore  akin 
to  the  Sanscrit  W  t6  and  Gothic  thai.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  Old  Sclavonic,  in  the  declension  of  the  simple  pronoun 
given  at  §.  349.,  several  remains  of  the  compound  m  tya 
have  become  intermingled,  which  are  there  explained. 
But  the  forms  fot,  toe,  taya,  which  occur  in  the  nominative 
and  accusative,  together  with  f  (masculine),  to  (neuter),  ta 
(feminine),  though  they  contain  the  same  elements  as  the 
Sanscrit  in  tya,  m  tyd,  were  first  formed  in  Sclavonic, 
in  the  sense  of  §.  284.,  otherwise  they  would  not  have  re- 
stored the  vowel  of  the  first  pronoun,  which  the  Sanscrit 
has  suppressed  (§.  353.) ;  thus,  ti  for  tcH,  te  or  tye  for  toe, 
and  tya  for  taya  (compare  §.  282.).  The  same  is  the  case 
with  the  compound  plural  forms  of  the  nominative  and 
accusative ;   masculine  tit,  neuter  taya,  feminine  tyya. 

"  Remark  3. — In  §.  160.  I  have  made  the  assertion  that 
the  German  dative  is  based  on  the  old  instrumental,  as  it 
often  occurs  with  an  instrumental  signification.  I  was, 
however,  particularly  impelled  to  this  view  by  the  dative 
form  of  bases  in  i,  as  gojda  from  the  theme  ga^di.  But  if 
we  make  the  division  gast-a  and  regard  the  a  as  the  case- 
termination,  there  is  nothing  left  us  but  to  refer  this  form 
to  the  Indo-2jend  instrumentaL  There  is,  however,  a  way 
of  comparing  this  form  with  the  Sanscrit  dative,  which 
I  now  prefer,  as  the  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic,  which 
are  so  near  akin  to  the  German,  have  retained  the  dative. 
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together   with  the  instrumeBtal ;    and  the  Old  High  Ger- 
man has  preserved  a  particular  form  for  the  instrumental, 
the  generic  diflTerence  of  which  from  the  dative  is  especially 
observable  in  the  pronoun,  in  which  demu  answers  to  iirft 
tyasmdi;  but  the  instrumental  diut  and  the  Gothic  tM  (§.  159.), 
no  more   exhibit  the  appended  pronoun   amOf    mentioned 
in  §.  165.  &c.,  than   does  the  Sanscrit^Zend  instrumental. 
Diu  agrees  best  with  the  Zend  thyd,  supposed  above,  and 
the  Gothic  thi  with  the  simple  td.      The  form  demus  and  the 
Gothic  thammch  compared  with  nr^  tyasmdi  and  ir$t  tasmdi^ 
have   lost   the  i  element  of  the    Sanscrit  diphthong  %  di 
(  =  ^  +  2);   and  the  long  d  has  been  shortened  in  Gothic, 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  supplied  by  6  or  S.^     The 
short  Gothic   a  has,  however,  in  Old  High  German  been 
still  further  weakened  to  u.    But  to  return  to  the  Gothic 
gasta  from  the  theme  gasti;  I  do  not  now  regard  the  final 
a  of  this  word  as  a  case-suffix,  but  as  a  Guna-vowel,  after 
which  the  i  of  the  base  has  been   dropped,  together  with 
the  case-character,  while  all  bases  in  ti,  and  feminine  bases 
in  i,  have  lost  only  the  inflexion,  and  not  a  portion  of  the 
base  with   it.      The   same   relation  that  sunau  has  to  the 
dative  ^f!%  sAnav-if  from  sunu — which  in  Sanscrit  also  re- 
ceives the  Guna — the  feminine  anstai,  from  the  theme  ansli, 
has  to  the   Sanscrit  matay-i,  from   mati.     The  masculine 
gasta,  however,  has  not  only  lost  the  inflexion  of  gasiay-i, 
as  it  must  originally  have   been  pronounced,  but  also  the 
y,  which  ought  to  have  reverted  to  i.      In  the  a  declension 
f)ulfa   is    readily    made  to  accord   with  the  Sanscrit  "^^VR 
vrikdya,  and   Zend  Jlus^^^^  vehrkdi ;  to  the  latter  it  bears 
the  same   relation  that  thamma  above  does  to  ir^  ta^stndi. 
The  feminine  gibaU  from  the  theme  gibd,  is  as  easily  de- 


*  The  Sanscrit  tyS-n-a  has,  according  to  §.  168.,  a  euphonic  n  inserted, 
and  the  a  of  the  base  changed  into  e  by  the  blending  of  an  t. 
t  The  latter  actually  takes  place  in  hvammi-h,  hvaryammi-h. 
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rivable,  in  regard  to  form,  from  the  dative  f^OfA jihvdy-di, 
as  from  the  instrumental  ffldf^T  jihvay-d.  In  both  ways 
the  inflexion  has  been  lost»  and  the  semivowel  preceding  it 
changed  to  a  vowel.  But  if  we  are  to  believe  that  a 
genuine  dative  character  is  retained  in  German,  we  should 
find  it  in  the  declension  of  the  pronouns,  inasmuch  as, 
for  instance,  the  feminine  form  zai,  in  thUzai,  is  directly 
derivable  from  the  Sanscrit  sydU  from  smy^i,  by  merely 
dropping  the  semivowel ;  so  that  thizai  and  ir^  tasyAi 
stand  historically  near  to  one  another,  as  we  have  repre- 
sented in  §.  172.,  where  we  expressed  our  belief  that  aU  in 
thi^aiy  may  be  explained  on  the  same  principle  as  that  of 
gibai;  and  thus  thixai  must  be  considered  as  an  abbrevia- 
tion of  thizay-ai,  and,  therefore,  as  indeclinable.  But  if 
ihizai  stands  for  thizy^,  and  Ai  is,  therefore,  in  this  and 
similar  pronominal  forms,  a  remnant  of  the  Sanscrit  femi- 
nine dative  termination  df,  then  the  Gothic  ai  abovemen- 
tioned  is  essentially  distinguished  from  the  similar  termi- 
nation in  gibaif  " doruh^  and  andaU  ** gratuBy'*  as  these  two, 
also,  are  diverse  from  one  another,  since  the  i  of  anstai  be- 
longs to  the  theme  anstif  while  an  i  is  foreign  to  the  theme 
of  gibed,  viz.  gibd,  and  accompanies  the  base  in  the  dative 
only :  while  in  the  corresponding  class  of  words  in  Sanscrit 
it  is  added  in  several  cases,  after  which  is  annexed  the 
true  inflexion,  which  is  omitted  in  Gothic.  But  if  the  ai 
of  thizai  is  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  ^  di  of  ir^  tasydi, 
then  we  cannot  distribute  the  genitive  thizds,  into  thi- 
Z'Ssj  and  this  must  be  considered  as  an  abbreviation  of 
thi-zy-ds  =^7fm^^ta'Sy'ds;  and  we  should  have  in  this,  and 
similar  pronominal  forms,*  a  feminine  genitive  terminal 
tion  ds,  while  elsewhere  in  all  genders  the  genitive  sign 
consists  in  a  mere  9. 


*  To  these  belong  the  (strong)  adjectives  combined  with  a  pronoun. 
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357.  It  has  been  already  remarked,  that  our  dieser  is  a  com- 
pound pronoun  (§.  288.  Rem.  5.),  the  first  member  of  which  is 
founded  on  the  Sanscrit  base  ig  tyOf  and  our  article  (§.  353.). 
It  is  not,  however,  requisite  to  assume  that  its  ie  presup- 
poses an  older  io,  but  it  may  be  regarded,  which  now 
appears  to  me  preferable,  as  the  unorganic  lengthening  of 
the  di'sir  of  Notker.  As  regards  the  second  part  of  this 
demonstrative,  its  declension  might  be  assigned  partly  to 
the  simple  Sanscrit  base  v^o,  partly  to  the  compound  aya; 
to  the  latter  evidently  belongs  the  feminine  nominative 
deSIU  (=^qT  <ydf  dieses  "this,"')  and  the  neuter  plural 
nominative  of  the  same  sound.  But  if  the  feminine  accu- 
sative is  desOf  not  dena,  and  the  masculine  desaru  not 
desian,  or  deaen,  according  to  the  analogy  of  den  (p.  356), 
then,  instead  of  regarding  these  and  other  analogous  forms 
as  remains  of  the  simple  base  ^«a,  iflsd,  it  may  be 
assumed  that  the  i  (or  y)  has  been  dropped,  as  occurs  in 
most  cases  of  the  declension  of  hirti  (theme  hiriia  or  hirtya) ; 
so  that  in  the  plural,  hirtOf  hirtOf  hirtem^  and  in  the  dative 
singular  hirta^  answers  to  the  Gothic  hyirdyds,  hairdyS, 
hairdyam,  hairdya.  If  this  is,  as  I  believe  it  is,  the  proper 
view  of  the  declension  of  desirt  the  declensional  difference 
between  der  and  air  then  lies  in  this,  that  it  has  been 
necessary  to  lighten  the  latter,  owing  to  the  incumbrance 
of  the  base  of  the  article  which  is  prefixed  to  it,  and  that, 
therefore,  i  is  rejected  ;  hence  desOf  '*  hanct''''  but  without  the 
article  siOf  "eanu''  It  is  remarkable  that  the  Lithuanian 
presents  us  with  what  appears  to  be  the  transposed  form 
of  our  compound  dieser.  As  such,  at  least,  I  regard  the 
so-termed  emphatic  demonstrative  szUtaa,  in  which  the 
Sanscrit,  subjective  but  compounded  pronoim  ^  sya,  oc- 
cupies the  first  place,  and  the  objective  and  simple  w  ta 
the  second.  The  first  t  of  szUtaSf  which  I  divide  thus, 
szit'tas,  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  remnant  of  the  neuter  case- 
sign  t  (§.  155.),  and  presupposes  a  Sanscrit  ^qij^  syat  which 
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igya  would  form  in  the  neuter,  if  it  was  used  in  that  gender. 
It  may  be  observed,  that  in  Sanscrit,  also,  the  neuter  case- 
sign  t,  at  the  beginning  of  compounds,  is  drawn  into  the 
theme,  and  tat-putrass  *'  his  son,"^  is  used,  not  ta-pvircu. 

358.  The  sz  (=s«A)  in  the  Lithuanian  szis  and  szittas 
is  founded  on  the  form  assumed  by  the  Sanscrit  base  in 
the  Vedaa  under  certain  circumstances  (§.  55.),  which 
change  its  s  into  ^  sh.  For  otherwise  the  Lithuanian  sz 
does  not  agree  with  the  Sanscrit  ^  8,  but  perhaps,  under 
other  conditions,  with  ^  »A,  e.g.  in  szeszi^^v^  shash,  *'  six." 
With  regard  to  the  declension  of  szist  it  is  to  be  remarked, 
that  it  exhibits  several  cases,  in  which  the  i  of  the  base 
9zia9  feminine  8zid,  has  been  rejected,  or  which  belong — 
and  this  view  is  the  one  I  prefer — ^to  the  simple  pronominal 
base  18  «a,  feminine  igi  «4  which  completes  the  compound 
9zi8 ;  as,  p.  486,  among  the  cases  of  the  simple  Sclavonic 
base  Uh  we  have  seen  remains  of  the  compound  w  iycu 
We  here  annex  the  complete  declension  of  the  Lithuanian 
pronoun  under  discussion,  accompanied  by  the  kindred 
form  in  Old  Sclavonic,  regarding  which  reference  may  be 
made  to  Rem.  L 


SINGULAR. 

VASOULINB. 

FBJflNINB. 

lJ(hwxnian. 

(MSdav. 

Lith,          Old  Sclav 

Nominative, 

szis* 

8y\ 
8y\ 

.1             .1 

8ZU                  SI. 

Accusative, 

8zinf 

szen,           siyu. 

Listrumental, 

*      e          e 

8ZU,  szum. 

StfOf 

szif           seyA 

Dative, 

szianiy 

semu. 

szieit         set. 

Grenitive, 

SZUh 

segOf 

szids,         seya* 

Locative, 

8ziami,  szemef 

senif 

szioye,       set. 

»  The' agreement  with  the  Gothic  H  (§.363.),  and,  in  Sclavonic,  the 
complete  identity  with  it,  shoold  not  be  overlooked.  With  respect  to  the 
eontnetion  of  the  Sciavonie  theme  «yo  aometimes  to  m,  at  other  times  to 
je,  compare  §.  282. 
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Nominative, 
Accusative, 
Dative, 
Genitive, 


Accusative, 

Instruments 

Dative, 

Genitive, 

Locative, 

Nom.  Ace.  sg. 
Nom.  Ace.  du. 
Nom.  Ace.  pi. 
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MASCULINE. 

FEMININR. 

Lithuanian. 

Old  Sclav. 

Lith. 

Old  Sdav. 

szu, 

*  . 
siya. 

8zi, 

Sll. 

szun, 

9iya, 

sziUf 

911. 

aziemt 

I.  D.  simot 

sziom. 

sima. 

8ZU, 

seyut 

PLURAL. 

sziu. 

siyu. 

szie, 

8h 

szios. 

siya. 

S2U8, 

inya. 

szes. 

],  szeis. 

simif 

szomiSf 

simu 

sziems, 

siffif 

szomSf 

aim. 

SZtUf 

sichf 

.  A 

SZlUf 

sich. 

«      o 

szuse. 

sicht 

SZOSOf 

sich* 

NEUTER. 


8€. 

sit. 

*    . 

siya. 


"  Remark  1. — ^The  composition  of  the  Sclavonic  base  syo^ 
\¥hich  occurred  in  the  ancient  period  of  the  language,  and 
by  which  it  is  shewn  to  be  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  ^bt  sy(h 
having  been  forgotten,  it  need  not  appear  surprising  tliat  this 
base,  which,  in  Sclavonic,  passes  as  a  simple  one,  should 
be  again  combined  with  the  pronoun  which  forms  the 
definite  declension,  and  which,  6*om  the  first,  forms  its  last 
member;  hence,  in  the  nominative  singular,  together  with 
sy  is  used  also  m*  and  in  the  feminine  with  si  also  siya 
(compare  §•  284.).  In  some  cases  the  ancient  compound 
only  is  used,  e.g.  in  the  feminine  accusative  singular  only 
si-yu  is  used,  not  syu. 

"Remark  2. — ^In  the  light  of  the  Sclavonic  modem 
compounds  just  mentioned,  as  st-if  si-yof  must  be  regarded 
the  Old  High  German  sh-  (of  desir),  if  the  6  of  this  form 
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is  a  contraction  of  a  +  ^  as  in  so  many  other  places. 
While,  therefore,  the  feminine  siu  is  to  be  referred  direct 
to  the  Sanscrit  ^qr  syd,  and  is,  as  it  were,  its  continuation, 
sir  has  been  formed  first  in  the  German  language,  by  com- 
bining the  base  so,  which  has  been  retained  in  Gothic  in 
the  nominative  of  the  article,  with  the  defining  element  i 
(from  ya).  Compare  what  has  been  before  remarked 
(§.  288.  Rem.  3.)  regarding  analogous  adjective-nominatives, 
as  plintSr  from  plirdorir.  As  a  corroboration  of  this  dis- 
tribution it  may  be  here  further  observed,  that  each  of 
the  elements  a  and  i,  which  are  united  in  the  6  of  plintSr, 
also  occurs  separately,*  each  having,  on  different  occasions, 
divested  itself  of  the  other.  Thus  plintar  and  pKntir  may 
occur, — a  clear  proof  tliBX  plintir  has  been  contracted  from 
plirda-ir ;  for  diphthongs  are  frequently  subject  to  abbre- 
viations, in  which  one  of  the  elements  combined  in  them 
is  lost ;  as,  in  the  Gothic,  haboj  "  I  have,""  and  habam, 
"  we  have,''  are  used  instead  of  habaU  habaim,  as  is  shewn 
by  the  analogy  of  the  other  persons  and  the  Old  High 
German  habSm,  habhnis^  The  Old  High  German  fur- 
nishes examples  of  forms  in  which  only  the  latter  element 
of  ai  is  retained ;  as  ertsiu  answering  to  the  Gothic  dative 
anslai  and  genitive  andais.  It  is  not  surprising,  therefore, 
that,  in  the  nominative  of  the  definite  adjective,  together 
with  A*  (=afV)  at  and  ir  also  occur.  Of  these  three  forms 
(A',  ar,  it),  the  first  appears  to  be  the  original,  since  it  best 
admits  of  comparison  with  the  two  others.  But  ii  plintar, 
from  plintas,  was  the  original  form,  the  a  in  this  place  could 
not  have  been  preserved  beyond  the  fourth  century,  not  to 
mention  the  eighth ;  as  a  in  polysyllabic  words  in  Gothic 
before  a  final »,  which  has  from  the  first  held  this  place,  is 


*  Graff,  11.346. 

t  Cf.  Vocalismus,  p.  203. 
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regularly  suppressed,  or,  after  y,  weakened  to  £;*  while  €u 
is  retained  before  a  final  «.  Hence,  in  the  second  person 
singular,  compare  ais.  Old  High  German  &,  answering  to 
the  Sanscrit  i!^  is  (from   ais),  Latin  &,   ds^,  and  Greek 

359.  The  Lithuanian  szU-ta-a  has  been  mentioned  above 
(§.  357.),  which,  with  regard  to  its  last  portion,  is  identical 
with  the  Greek  avTO-2,  and  with  the  Sanscrit  ^^ZLtf 
(§.  344.).  But  the  demonstrative  base  tt  tya,  also,  which  is 
formed  of  ta  +  ya^  occurs  in  Lithuanian  at  the  end  of  a 
compound  pronoun.  As  such  I  regard  patis  (paf-s),  "  ipge,"^ 
which  I  distribute  thus,  pa-tis:  tis  stands,  according  to 
rule,  for  tyis  from  tyas,  as  yautdkkis,  "bridegroom,'^  for 
yaunikhfiH  from  yaunikkyas  (§.  135.).  But  in  Lithuanian,  i 
before  two  vowels,  ie  excepted,  is  changed  into  cz  (=rcA);t 
hence  dative  pa-czia-m,  locative  paczia-me  or  paiime,  instru- 
mental pacziu.  In  the  genitive  paezio  might  be  expected, 
according  to  the  analogy  of  szio  and  yaunikkio :  we  find» 
however,  patUs,  according  to  the  analogy  of  awih  (§.  193.) ; 
the  feminine  genitive  pacziSs  agrees,  however,  with  szids, 
and  similar  genitives  from  bases  in  a  feminine  a  (wid).  As 
regards  the  first  member  of  pa-tis,  I  consider  it  to  be 
identical  with  the  Sanscrit  base  svo,  svi,  whence  ^nn^ 
svayam,  *'  self.'"  Sva  becomes  pa  by  the  loss  of  the  initial 
letter,  and  the  hardening  of  the  r  to  p,  as,  in  Prakrit,  ^fvr 
pani,  *'  thou,"''  proceeds  from  ffrn  ttxim;  so  in  the  Bohemian  or 
Gipsey  language  pin,  "sister,"'  comes  from  ^l^soosor 
(w^svasri).  Indeed,  in  the  pronoun  under  discussion,  the 
Lithuanian  admits  of  comparison  with  the  Gipsey  lan- 
guage, as  in  the  latter,  as  has  been  already  pointed  out  in 


*  It  is  to  be  observed  that  the  s  of  imjfSff,  from  tmlfasy  ^*  /upt,"  is  not  an 
original  final,  as  follows  from  the  Sanscrit  vrika-eya  and  Greek  Xviro(o-)fo. 
t  Legds  for  legdis^  VocalismaB,  p.  201. 
I  Written  also  chy  see  p.  138. 
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another  place,  pe  has  been  formed  from  ^  »v(h  whence 
pe-s,  pe-ru  the  former  as  singular,  the  latter  as  plural 
accusative. 

360.  We  turn  to  a  pronominal  base  consisting  of  a 
simple  vowel,  viz.  t»  which,  in  Latin  and  German,  expresses 
the  idea  **  he/'*  and  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend  signifies ''  this,"**  and 
which  has  left,  in  those  languages,  no  proper  declension,  but 
only  adverbs ;  as  ^in^^  Uasy  "fipom  this,''  "  from  that  place,'" 
and  ^  ihot  Zend  as^  tdhjOy  and  aiAsj  Uhray  which  supply 
the  place  of  the  ablative  after  comparatives,  and  signify 
**  here,"  ue.  "  at  this,''  with  an  inherent  notion  of  place  ;  ^fir 
iiif  Zend  xs<3j  Uha,  Latin  tte,  "  so,"  ^^nfti^  iddntm,  "now," 
analogous  with  taddninh  '"then";  and  also  ^[n*^  U-thamt 
"  so,"  at  the  bottom  of  which  lies  the  obsolete  neuter  it  as  the 
theme,^  and  which  occurs  in  the  Vedas  also,  as  an  enclitic  par- 
ticle. I  regard  this  i^U  bs  the  last  portion  of  ^  chit  "  if  " 
(from  cka  +  U)f  and  ^  nit,  "  if  not "  (from  na  +  U),  which 
latter  is  in  2^nd  M^^yn^i((§.  33.),  and  does  not  merely 
mean  '*  not ";  since,  like  our  German  nicht,  it  has  been  for- 
gotten that  its  initial  element  alone  is  negative,  while  its 
latter  portion  signifies  something  real — in  Zend  "  this,"  and 
in  German  "  thing,"  (ni-ckt,  from  rd-wiht,  Gothic  ni^aikts). 
From  the  pronominal  root  i  proceed,  also,  the  derivatives 
^vm^  itara-Sy  "  the  other,"  with  the  comparative  suffix ;  the 
accusative  of  which,  iteru-m,  coincides  with  the  Latin 
iterunh  f^idriich  and  similar  forms,  which  signify  "  such," 
and  ^iTi^^  Ufot,  "  so  many."  Notwithstanding  these  nume- 
rous offshoots,  which  have  survived  the  declension  of  the 
pronoun  under  discussion,  its  base  has  been  entirely  over- 
looked by  the   Indian   grammarians ;  and  I  believe  I  am 


*  Berlin  Jahrb.  Feb.  1836.  p.  311. 

t  Perhaps,  also,  the  syllable  pen  of  hoJapm^  ^'  heaven/'  is  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  9var  of  the  same  meaning. 

\  Compare  what  is  said  at  §.  857.  respecting  the  Lithuanian  szU-tas. 
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the  first  who  brought  it  to  light.  The  Indian  gram- 
marians, however,  give  extraordinary  etymologies  for 
some  of  the  abovementioned  words,  and  derive  itu 
"  so,"  from  ^  i,  "  to  go  '^  itara-s,  **  the  other,''  from  i,  "  to 
wish ''  (S.  Wilson).  In  some,  recourse  is  had  to  ^(51^  idam^ 
**  this  ";  and  one  would  not  be  entirely  in  error  in  de- 
riving from  this  word  Uas,  "  from  here,"  though  there  is 
a  difficulty  in  seeing  how  from  idam  as  the  theme  can 
spring  the  form  itas  by  a  suffix  tas.  We  should  expect 
idantas  or  idatas. 

361.  In  Latin  the  theme  of  is  is  lengthened  in  several 
cases  by  an  unorganic  u  or  0,  in  the  feminine  by  a«  and 
it  is  thus  brought  into  the  second  and  first  declension,  in 
which  i  is  liable  to  be  corrupted  to  e,  especially  before 
vowels.  As  from  the  verbal  root  t,  **to  go,"  come  eo  and  eurd^ 
in  opposition  to  is,  it,  imus,  itis,  ibam  ;  so  from  our  pronoun 
come  eum,  eo,  eorum,  eos,  and  the  feminine  forms  ea,  eamy 
eae,  earum,  all  from  the  base  which  has  been  subsequently 
lengthened,  to  which  the  obsolete  ea-bus  also  belongs.  To 
the  old  type  belong  only  i?,  id,  the  obsolete  forms  im,  tfei«, 
with  which  agrees  the  Gothic  i-na,  "  him,"  i-m,  "  to  them,'*' 
(from  i-b,  §.  215.),  and  the  genitive  and  dative  e-jus,  e-r, 
which  are  common  to  the  three  genders,  and  also  the  loca- 
tive ibi — ^in  form  a  dative,  according  to  the  analogy  of  tibi^ 
sibi  (§.  215.) — and  probably  the  word  immo,  which  has  been 
already  mentioned  (§.  351.),  which  we  may  suppose  formerly 
to  have  been  pronounced  immod,  and  which  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  pronominal  ablatives  in  sm&t,  but  by  assimilation 
approaches  very  closely  the  Gothic  dative  imma^  "  to  him." 
The  dative  ei  stands  isolated  in  Latin  Grammar,  inasmuch 
as  all  other  bases  in  i  have  permitted  this  vowel  to  be 
melted  into  one  with  the  case-termination;  thus  hostu 
from  hosii'i :  the  pronominal  base  i,  however,  escapes  this 


*  HcidelJarhb.  1810.  p.  472. 
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combination  by  being  changed  into  e.  In  my  Vocalismus 
(p.  2f>4),  I  have  derived  the  length  of  quantity  in  the  dative 
character  from  the  combination  of  the  i  of  the  theme  with 
the  t  of  the  inflexion,  which  is  properly  short;  and  I  have 
assumed  that  bases  terminating  in  a  consonant  lengthen 
the  base  in  the  dative  singular,  as  in  most  .of  the  other 
cases,  by  an  imorganic  i ;  thus  pedi  from  pedt-t.  As,  then, 
in  this  way  a  long  i  must  be  found  almost  universally  in 
the  dative,  this  would  come  to  be  regarded  as  the  true 
sign  of  this  case,  and  eh  and  the  whole  fourth  and  fifth 
declensions  follow  the  prevailing  example  of  the  more 
numerous  class  of  words.  Cut  alone  retains  the  proper 
short  quantity.  It  cannot  be  objected  to  the  Latin  lan- 
guage generally  that  it  shews  any  undue  inclination 
towards  terminations  with  a  long  i,  and  thereby  lengthens 
unnecessarily  that  letter  when  originally  short ;  for  univer- 
sally where  a  long  final  i  is  found,  there  is  also  a  reason 
for  its  length,  as  in  the  genitive  singular  and  nominative 
plural  of  the  second  declension  it  is  the  suppression  of  the 
final  vowel  of  the  base,  which  has  induced  the  lengthening 
of  the  termination  as  a  compensation  ;  thus  lup-ir  in  both 
cases,  for  lupoi ;  while  in  the  dative  lupd  for  lupoi  the  ter- 
mination has  been  merged  in  the  vowel  of  the  base.  We 
have  already  discussed  (§.  349.  Rem.  2)  pronominal  datives 
like  isli  for  istoi,  which  would  be  analogous  to  the  Greek 

fioi,  cot,  01. 

362.  The  Gothic  pronominal  base  i  has  two  points  of 
superiority  over  the  Latin  base  which  has  been  just  men- 
tioned :  in  the  first  place  it  has  never  admitted  the 
corruption  of  the  original  vowel  to  e,  as  generally  this 
comparatively  recent  vowel  is  as  completely  foreign  to 
the  Gothic  as  to  the  Sanscrit ;  and  secondly,  the  theme  i 
in  the  masculine  and  neuter  is  preserved  free  from  that 
unorganic  admixture  which  transfers  the  Latin  kindred 
form  from  the  third  to  the   second  declension,   and   has 
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produced  earn  for  im,  eo  for  e  or  t,  ii  or  ei  for  es,  eorum  for 
mm.  The  Gothic  pronoun,  by  the  side  of  which  are  gfiven 
in  parentheses  the  forms,  which  have  been  most  probably 
drawn  from  the  corresponding  Sanscrit  base  at  the  time 
when  it  was  declined,  are  as  follows : — 


MASCULINE. 

gINOULAR. 

PLURAL. 

Sanscrit.        Gothic. 

Sanscrit. 

GoUiic 

Nominative, 

(is),               is. 

(ay-as). 

eis. 

Accusative, 

A             1 

I'vu              t-na. 

(i'tt), 

i-ns. 

Dative, 

(ishmdi),      i-inma. 

(i'bhyas). 

i-m. 

Genitive, 

(ishya),         is, 

NEUTER. 

(ishdm). 

i'zL 

Nom.  Ace. 

i't,                 i-ta. 

(i-n-i). 

9 

'  This  form  actually  occurs  in  the  Vedas,  see  Rosen's  SpecimeD, 
p.  10.  We  should  have  anticipated  im  (with  short  t),  according  to  the 
common  declension;  hut  the  substantive  and  adjective  declension  has 
no  monosyllabic  bases  in  t,  and  other  monosyllabic  bases — with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  in  6 — use  am  as  their  termination ;  hence  bhiy-am  for  bhUm  ; 
and  so,  also,  iy-am  might  be  expected  from  t,  as  in  monosyllabic  words  both 
short  and  long  t  are  changed  before  vowels  into  t^.  The  Veda  dialect  in 
the  foregoing  case,  however,  has  preferred  strengthening  the  vowel  of  the 
base  to  an  extension  of  the  termination,  or,  which  is  more  probable,  it  has 
contracted  an  existing  iyam  to  Cm,  according  to  the  analogy  of  the  2<end 
(§.42.)  ;  and  thus,  perhaps,  also  the  Veda  «lm,  ^^eam^  cited  by  Rosen 
1.  c,  is  a  contraction  of  syam^  otherwise  we  must  assume,  that  instead  of 
the  feminine  base  «a,  mentioned  in  §.  345.,  «i  occurred,  according  to  the 
analogy  of  the  2iend  hmt  from  hma  (§.  172.).  It  is  certainly  remarkable 
that  the  «,  which  is  especially  subjective,  has  here  found  its  way  into  the 
accusative,  like  the  Old  High  Grerman  sia  and  Old  Latin  «am,  *^eam*' 
sum^ "  eum"  (§.  345.).  *  Comp.  amu-shmdi^  from  amii,  §.  21 . 

'  Compare  amu-^yoy  from  amu^  whence  it  appears  that  all  pronouns, 
with  whatsoever  vowel  their  theme  ends,  have,  in  the  genitive,  sya,  or, 
euphonically,  shya  (§.  21.)  *  §.  157-  '  §.  233. 
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363.  Although  in  Gothic,  as  in  Sanscrit,  Zend,  Greek, 
and  Latin,  the  vowel  i  in  substantives  is  appropriated 
equally  well  to  the  feminine  theme-termination  as  to  the 
masculine ;  still  in  our  pronoun  of  the  third  person,  where 
the  idea  is  essentially  based  on  the  distinction  of  sex,  so 
that  that  which  signifies  "  he '"  cannot  mean  *'  she,"'  the 
necessity  for  this  distinction  has  produced  an  extension  of 
the  base  i,  in  cases  which,  without  such  an  extension,  would 
be  fully  identical  with  the  masculine.*  In  the  nominative 
singular  a  totally  different  pronoun  is  employed,  which,  in 
High  German,  is  used  throughout  all  those  cases  which 
are  formed  in  Gothic  from  the  extended  base :  Gothic  si. 
Old  High  German  siu,  &c.  (§.  354.)  The  affix  which  is 
used  in  Gothic  to  extend  the  base  consists  in  the  vowel 
which,  from  a  time  far  prior  to  the  formation  of  the  Ger- 
man language,  was  especially  employed  as  the  fulcrum  of 
feminine  bases,  but  which  in  Gothic  appears  in  the  form 
of  6  instead  of  d  (§.  64.) ;  thus,  iyd  from  i  +  d  with  the 
euphonic  change  of  the  i  to  iy,  as  in  the  plural  neuter 
forms  ly-a,  thriy-a  (§.  233.).  From  the  base  iyo  is  formed, 
however,  in  the  uninflected  accusative — as  final  voweb  are 
for  the  most  part  liable  to  abbreviation — ^tyo,  an  analogous 
form  to  the  Latin  eo,  earn  (for  io,  iam),  and  in  the  no- 
minative and  accusative  plural  iyds,  which  are  likewise 
shortened.^  In  the  dative  plural  the  identity  with  the 
masculine  and  neuter  is  not  avoided,  and  this  case  is,  as 
might  be  conjectured,  from  the  Old  High  German  im,  with 


*  The  aocosatiye  aingnlar  would,  indeed,  be  distuigaished  from  the 
masciilme,  smce  the  feminine  has  completely  lost  the  accusative  charac- 
ter; but  it  was  there  originally,  and  therefore  the  necessity  for  a  mark 
of  distinction  from  the  masculine  also  existed. 

t  The  accusative  alone  occurs,  yet  it  is  probable  that  the  nominative 
was  exactly  the  same  (Grimm  1. 786),  in  case  it  did  not  come  from  the 
same  base  as  the  singular  nominative,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  sySt. 


512  PRONOUNS. 

regard  to  which  we  must  observe,  that  in  Latin,  also,  in 
several  of  the  oblique  eases,  the  distinction  of  gender  is 
less  attended  to  (^u»,  e?,  old  eae).  All  the  cases  which 
distinguish  the  feminine  by  the  inflexion  spring  from  the 
original  theme;  thus  i-zSs,  i-zai,  genitive  plural  iz6,  op- 
posed to  is,  immOi  iz6.  In  Latin,  also,  the  extension  of  the 
base  i  may  have  been  commenced  in  the  feminine,  and 
thus  an  analogous  masculine  eum  have  been  made  to  cor- 
respond to  earn,  and  may  have  superseded  the  more  ancient 
im.  Similar  corruptions  have  been  adopted  by  the  lan- 
guage in  the  same  manner ;  thus  eorum  would  have  been 
placed  beside  earum,  and  thus  the  ium,  which  probably 
existed,  would  have  CEillen  into  disuse :  eabus,  iis,  eis,  were 
followed  by  the  masculine  and  neuter  iis,  eis,  which  sup- 
planted the  older  ibtis. 

364.  If  the  singular  nominative  of  the  reflective  pro- 
noun given  by  the  old  grammarians  was  i  and  not  f,  it  might 
be  regarded  as  the  kindred  form  of  the  pronoun  under  dis- 
cussion ;  and  in  this  view  it  would  be  of  importance  that  the 
Veda  accusative  tm,  mentioned  above  (p.  510.  Rem.  I.),  has 
a  reflective  meaning  in  the  passage  quoted,  and  is  rendered 
by  Rosen  semet  ipsum.  But  if  T  is  the  right  form,  then  it 
probably  belongs  to  the  Sanscrit  base*  sva,  svi,  whence 
svayam,  "self"  (§.  341.),  and  is  connected  with  oS,  o7,  e  and 
o-^e?;,  &c.,  the  latter  from  the  base  2^1.  As  in  this  word 
an  I  stands  for  an  original  a,  which  would  lead  us  to  expect 
o,  so  also  in  T;  and  it  deserves  notice,  that,  so  early  as  the 
Sanscrit,  together  with  sva  is  found  a  weakened  form  svi, 
from   which    I   think    may   be   formed   the    interrogative 


*  Not  nocessarily  so,  as  tlie  rough  breathing  occurs  also  in  words 
which  originally  begin  with  a  pure  vowel,  as  kKdrepo<:^  answering  to 
^«lifra  ekatara-s.  On  the  other  hand  the  form  i:  would  not  peremptorily 
conduct  us  to  a  base  ^f,  as  initial  8  has  sometimes  been  entirely  lost  in 
Gi-eek. 
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particle  f^n^  svitj  as  neuter,  and  analogous  to  ^  i/  and 
fVvi^  chit.  In  favour  of  the  opinion  that  t  belongs  to  the 
old  reflective  base,  may  be  adduced  the  circumstance,  that, 
like  the  two  other  pronouns  in  which  there  is  no  distinction 
of  gender  (eyWf  ov),  it  is  without  a  nominative  sign.  If  it 
belonged  to  the  base  ^  i,  it  would  most  probably  have  had 
the  same  sound  as  the  Latino-Gothic  is,  unless  we  prefer 
regarding  t  as  the  neuter.  The  dative  iV,  from  its  termi- 
nation, falls  under  the  pronouns  devoid  of  gender  (§.  222.), 
and  would,  therefore,  likewise  belong  to  the  reflective  base. 
The  accusative  iv,  however,  considered  independently,  would 
not  furnish  any  objection  to  the  opinion  that  it  is  identical 
with  the  Latin  im  and  the  Gothic  tno.* 

365.  We  have  already  mentioned  the  inseparable  demon- 
strative I  (§.  157.).  There  is,  however  (and  this  creates  a 
difficulty),  another  mode  of  derivation,  according  to  which 
that  J  would  be  identical  with  the  ei  (  =  1),  which  is  attached 
in  Gothic,  in  a  similar  manner,  to  other  pronouns,  not 
to  strengthen  their  demonstrative  meaning,  but  to  give 
them  a  relative  signification:  ird,  from  ts  +  ei,  means 
"ywi,"  and  s«,  a  contraction  of  w-f-ei,  signifies  "grtwp,"  in 
accordance  with  a  law  of  sound  universally  followed  in 
Sanscrit  (Gramm.  Crit.  §.  35.).  It  is  most  frequently  com- 
bined with  the  article ;  »aei,  «^i,  ihaiei,  "  qai^  "  qacB^ 
"quod'''';  thizei,  feminine  thizSzei,  '* cujva"'';  only  in  the  fe- 
minine genitive  plural  thizSei  has  as  yet  not  been  found 
to  occur  (Grimm  III.  15.).  If  the  first  or  second  person 
is  referred  to,  ei  is  attached  to  ik  and  thu:  thus  ikei,  thiiei; 
for  the  Gothic  relative  requires  that  the  person  to  which 
it  refers  should  be  incorporated  with  it ;  and  as  it  is  itself 
indeclinable,  the  relations  of  case  are  denoted  by  the  pro- 
noun preceding  it,  which  is  then  merged  in  the  meaning 


*  Compare  Uartung  on  the  Cases,  p.  116;  M.  Schmidt  De  Pron.,  p.  12, 
&c. ;  Kuhner,  p.  385. 
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of  its  attendant.  Alone,  ei  signifies  ''  that,'^  like  the  Latin 
quod  and  the  Sanscrit  relative  neuter  m^  yat.  And  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  Gothic  et,  in  its  origin,  belongs  to  the 
Sanscrit-Zend  relative  base  ya,  which  in  Gothic  has  become 
eif  just  as,  in  many  other  parts  of  Grothic  Grammar,  ei 
(=t)  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  ya,  as  in  the  nominative 
singular  hairdeis  from  the  base  hairdycu  With  respect  to 
form,  therefore,  the  derivation  of  the  Gothic  ei  firom  the 
Sanscrit  n  ya,  admits  of  no  doubt ;  and  since  the  significa- 
tions of  the  two  words  are  identical,  we  must  rest  satisfied 
with  this  mode  of  deducing  it,  and  abandon  Grimm^s  con* 
jecture  that  ei  is  intimately  connected  with  is,  "he,"^  or 
only  allow  it  a  very  distant  relationship  to  it,  in  as  far  as 
the  derivation  of  the  Sanscrit  relative  base  ya,  from  the  de- 
monstrative base  i,  is  admitted.  The  relationship,  however, 
of  these  two  is  not  susceptible  of  proof ;  for  as  sa,  ta,  ma, 
no,  are  simple  primary  bases,  why  should  not  such  a  one 
have  originated  in  the  semi-vowel  y  also?  But  if  the 
Greek  demonstrative  f  is  akin  to  the  Gothic  appended  pro- 
noun of  similar  sound,  it  likewise  would  proceed  from  the 
Sanscrit  relative  base,  which  appears  to  be  especially 
destined  for  combination  with  other  pronouns  (see  §.  353.)  ; 
and  this  disposition  is  especially  observable  in  Sclavonic 
in  which  language  that  base,  when  isolated,  has  laid  aside 
the  relative  signification  (§.  282.).  Hence,  before  entering 
deeply  into  the  Sclavonic  system  of  declension,  I  mistook 
this  base,  and  thought  I  saw  in  its  abbreviation  to  t 
(i,  "  eum,'*''  im,  "  ei  '0  the  Sanscrit  base  i. 

366.  We  return  to  the  Sanscrit  idam,  "  this,"  in  order 
to  notice  the  bases  from  which  its  declension  is  completed, 
and  of  which  each  is  used  only  in  certain  cases.  The 
most  simple,  and  the  one  most  largely  employed,  is  w  a, 
whence  a-smdi,  "  hmc,^''  a-smdt,  "  Aoc,"  a-smin,  "  in  hoc,^^  in 


*  §.  135.     Compare  Vocalisraus,  p.  161. 
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the  dual  d-bhydm,  and  in  the  plural  i^kis — analogous  to 
Veda  forms  like  aM-bhis  from  aiva  (§.219,) — i^hyas,  i-shdniy 
i-shu,  exactly  like  U-bhyast  &a,  from  to,  viz.  by  the  com- 
mingling of  an  f,  83  is  usual  in  the  common  declension  in 
many  cases.      There  is  no  necessity,  therefore,  to  have 
recourse   to  a   distinct  base  i,  but  this  is  only  a  phonetic 
lengthening  of  a,  and  from  it  comes  also  the  masculine 
nominative  ^vin^  ayam  from  i  +  am,  as  ^nP^  svayam,  "  BeW 
from  8v6  (for  sva)  -f  am  (§.  341.),    Max.  Schmidt  is  disposed 
to  compare  with  this  6  the  Latin  e  of  eum,  ea,  &c.  (1.  c.  p.  10.), 
and  to  regard  the  latter  as  an  abbreviation  of  an  origi- 
nally long  e;  for  support  of  which  opinion  he  relies  prin- 
cipally on   the  form  aei,  in  an  inscription  to  be  found  in 
Orelli,   and   on  the  circumstance  that,  in  the  older  poets, 
the  dative  ei  has  a  long  e.      But  we  do  not  think  it  right 
to  infer  from  this  dative  that   every  e  of  the  pronoun  is 
is  originally  long;    and  we    adhere   to   the  opinion   ex- 
pressed at  §.  361.,  which  is,  moreover,  confirmed   by  the 
circumstance  that  i  also  occurs  before  vowels ;   and  even 
in  the  plural  iU  lis,  is  more  common  than  ei,  eis.      As  re- 
gards,  however,  the  obsolete  dative  singular  with  a  long  e, 
it  may  be  looked  upon  as  the  Guna  form  of  i;  as  i  in  San- 
scrit,  according  to   the  common   declension,  would  form 
oy-^sr^-l-^-      From  this  i,  however,  which  is  formed  by 
Guna  from  i,  that  which  we  have  seen  formed  from  a  by 
the  addition  of  an  z  is  difierent ;    and  therefore  the  Latin 
dative,  even  if  it  had  an  originally  long  e,  would  still  have 
nothing  in  common  with  Sanscrit  forms  like  i-bhis,  &c. 
The  e  in  the  genitive  efus  is  long  through  the   euphonic 
influence  of  the^,  and  for  it  occurs,  also,  the  form  aeiuSf  in 
an  inscription  given  by  Orelli  (N'.  2866.).      When,  through 
the  influence  of  a  j,  the  preceding  vowel  is  long,  it  should 
not  be  termed  long  by  position :    j  is  not  a  double  con- 


*  The  length  of  the  vowel  preceding  they  may  sometimes  be  differently 

accounted 
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sonant,  but  the  weakest  of  all  simple  consonants,  and  ap- 
proximates in  its  nature  closely  to  that  of  a  vowel.  This 
weakness  may  have  occasioned  the  lengthening  of  the 
preceding  vowel,  in  remarkable  coincidence  with  the  San- 
scrit, in  which  i  and  «,  where  they  stand  before  a  suffix 
commencing  with  ii  y  (j*),  are  always  either  lengthened 
or  strengthened  by  the  addition  o{  a,  t :  hence  the  bases 
ftr^i  and  m  stu  form,  in  the  passive,  ^ift^jiy^,  "^  stuyi^ 
but  in  the  gerund  in  ya,  jity(u  stutya*  The  case  is  diffe- 
rent where  ^  i  or  ^  ^  in  monosyllabic  forms  are  changed, 
before  a  vowel  following  them,  into  n;^  iy :  the  y  which 
arises  from  i,  it  has  no  lengthening  power.  It  is  scarcely 
possible  to  give  any  decided  explanation  of  the  ortho- 
graphical doubling  of  the  i  for  j  in  Latin.  When  Cicero 
wrote  Maiioj  aiio,  he  may  have  pronounced  these  words 
as  Mai-ya,  ai-yo  (Schneider,  p.  28l) ;  and  we  cannot 
hence  infer  that  every  initial  y  was  described  in  writing 
by  u.  If  this  were  the  case,  we  should  be  compelled 
to  the  conclusion,  that  by  doubling  the  i  the  distinguishing 
the  semi-vowel  from  the  vowel  i  was  intended,  as,  in  Zend, 
the  medial  y  is  expressed  by  double  i  (<^ii) ;  and  as  double 
u  denotes,  in  Old  German,  the  w,  though  a  single  u,  espe- 
cially after  initial  consonants,  occurs  as  the  representative 
of  qc.  But  if  Cicero  meant  a  double  j  by  his  double  U  it 
would  not  follow  that,  in  all  cases,  the  language  intended 
the  same.  The  Indian  grammarians  admit  the  doubl'ng 
of  a  consonant  after  r,  as  sarppa  for   sarpa,  "  snake,"  and 


accounted  for;  as  major  has  been  derived  from  magior^  where  the  vowel 
may  have  been  lengthened  owing  to  the  g  being  dropped.  And  a  con- 
sonant  must  originally  have  preceded  even  the/  of  the  genitive  in  jus^ 
if  this  termination  is  akin  to  the  feminine  Sanscrit  ;RTm  8y6.s  (§.349. 
Rem.  22). 

*  Compare  what  has  been  said  in  my  Vocalismus,  p.  2 13,  regarding  the 
tendency  of  the  t  to  be  preceded  by  a  long  vowel. 
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they  admit,  also,  of  many  other  still  more  extraordinary 
accumulations  of  consonants,  with  which  the  language 
cannot  be  actually  encumbered.  But  if  the  doubling  of 
a  consonant  following  r  has  any  real  foundation,  the  r 
would  be  assimilated  to  the  consonant  which  followed  it — 
as,  in  the  Prakrit,  savva  from  mrvof — and  then  the  simul- 
taneous continuation  of  the  r  in  writing  would  only  be 
in  order  to  retain  the  recollection  of  its  originally  having 
existed.* 

367.  From  the  demonstrative  base  w  a,  mentioned  in 
the  preceding  paragraph,  a  feminine  base  i  might  have 
arisen  (see  §.  172.),  whence,  by  the  addition  of  the  termi- 
nation am,  so  common  in  pronouns,  the  nominative  singular 
^111^^  iyam  (euphonic  for  i-am.  Gram.  Crit  §.  51.)  may  be 
derived.  As,  however,  a  short  i  with  am  might  become 
^i|ir  iyam,  it  is  uncertain  if  the  feminine  of  our  pronoun 
should  be  referred  to  the  masculine  base  a,  or  to  i  ;  the 
former,  however,  appears  to  me  the  more  probable,  since 
thus  the  masculine  nominative  V^  ayam,  and  its  feminine 
^i|i^  iyam,  would  be  of  the  same  origin,  while  the  base  i 
does  not  occur  uncompounded  in  the  whole  masculine  and 
neuter  declension.  The  Gothic  iya,  "eam,^''  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  compared  with  ^in^  iyam^  particularly  as,  in  §.  a63., 
we  have  seen  the  Gothic  arrive,  in  a  way  peculiar  to  itself, 
but  still  in  accordance  with  the  Latin,  at  a  theme  iyd 
lengthened  from  i ;  but  the  am  of  the  Sanscrit  iyam  is 
merely  the  nominative  termination. 

368.  In  Zend  Vip^  ayam  becomes  (aas  aim  (§.  42.),  and 
^im  iyam  becomes  (^  im.  The  neuter  ^(^ji^  idam,  however, 
is  replaced  by  mm^j  imat,  from  the  base  tma,  which,  in 
Sanscrit,  is  one  of  those  which  supply  the  declension  of 
idam.      Hence,   for  example,   come  the  accusative  mascu- 


«  Compare  the  assimilation  of  m,' and  its  simultaneous  graphical  repre- 
sentation hy  ^.    (Gramni.  Crit.  §.  70.) 
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line  ^iRif  imam,  feminine  If^TPT  imdm;  Zend  ^^^j  imem, 
(^9  J  imanm-  Ought  we,  then,  to  compare  with  it  the  Old 
Latin  em^m  for  eundemy  or,  with  Max.  Schmidt  (l.  c.  p.  u), 
consider  it  as  the  doubling  of  em  for  im  ?  It  need  not 
seem  surprising  that  the  base  tmo,  which,  in  the  singular, 
occurs  only  in  this  case,  and  which  is  principally  limited 
to  the  accusative,  should  be  found  in  Latin  in  the  accusa- 
tive only.  I  regard  im^a  as  the  union  of  two  pronominal 
bases,  viz.  i  and  ma  (§.  105.) :  the  latter  does  not  occur  in 
Sanscrit  uncompounded,  but  is  most  probably  connected  with 
the  Greek  /luV,  and  the  latter,  therefore,  with  the  Old  Latin 
emem. 

369.  As  t  with  ma  has  formed  the  combination  im^i,  in 
like  manner  I  regard  the  base  w^T  ana,  which  likewise 
enters  into  the  declension  of  idam  as  the  combination  of  v  a 
with  another  demonstrative  base,  which  does  not  occur  in 
Zend  and  Sanscrit  in  isolated  use,  but  perhaps  in  Pali,  in 
several  oblique  cases  of  the  three  genders*  in  the  plural,  also 
in  the  nominative,  and  in  that  of  the  neuter  singular,  which, 
like  the  masculine  accusative,  is  «|  rum^  Clough  gives  the 
cases  in  which  this  pronoun  occurs  to  the  base  tt  <a,  as 
secondary  forms,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  in  several  cases,  a  pro- 
noun is  found  with  the  compound  ^w  ^^o,  which  has  na 
instead  of  ta  for  its  last  portion.t  We  will  here  give  the 
compound  Sanscrit  pronoun  over  against  the  Pali  simple 
pronoun. 


*  In  the  feminine  naturally  produced  to  na^  the  d  of  which,  however, 
18  shortened  in  the  accusative  ^ fuin  " earn'* 

t  I  write  nan,  not  nam^  as  a  final  m  in  Pali,  as  in  Prakrit,  becomes  an 
anusvdja,  which  is  pronounced  like  a  stifled  n  (§§.  9. 10.).  The  original 
m  in  Pali  has  been  retained  only  before  initial  sounds  commencing  with 
a  vowel.  (Burnouf  and  Lassen,  pp.81, 82.)  Final  n  is  likewise  cor- 
rupted in  Pali  to  anusvlira,  or  is  lost  entirely. 

X  In  Zend  observe  the  feminine  genitive  cau^jlUjaas  aSnanhdo 
{aenanhdoichay  Vend.  S.  p.  47),  which  presupposes  a  Sanscrit  Sncuycis. 
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MASCULINE. 


SINGULAR. 

Samcrii,  PaU. 

N.   isha,  r6, 

Ac  Hanij  inam,   tan,  nan, 

I.     Mhuisiniruh  tSna,  nSna, 


PLURAL. 

Sanscrit.         Pali, 


Ah,  itasmdt, 
G.  ^ioiyot 
L.   &asmint 


....  itibhyaSi 

{tasmd,  nasmd,        ( 
(or  tamhd,  namhd,)         ^    ' 
tassOf  nassa,  Hhhdniy 

\tasmtny  nasmin,     \       . 
(or  tamhu  namhi,  ) 

NEUTER. 

taUf  natif  etdni. 


its,  U,  ni, 

iidn,  6ndn,   U,  ni, 

jmhi,  nebhU 
(or  tihU  nShi. 


like  Instr. 
tisanf  nisan, 
tSsu,  nisu. 


N.  itai, 

Ac.  Hat,  inat,      tan,  nan^ 

The  rest  like  the  masculine. 


tAni,  ndni. 


(or  te,  ne. 


FEMININE. 


N.  &M, 


sd, 


AcMdm,  indnif   tan,  nan, 


» 
I.     6tayd,inayd,  tdya^  ndya,' 


D.  &4uydi. 
Ah.  itasydsf 
6.  Uasydi, 
L.   Stasydm, 


tassd,  iissd, 
ta^isd,  tissd, 
tassan,  tissan. 


itds, 
Mds,  inds, 

SidbhiSf 

Mdbhya^s, 
itdbhyas, 
itdsdm, 

6tASUy 


[ 
{ 


td,  na, 

or  tdyd,  ndyd. 

td,  nd, 

or  tdyd,  ndyS. 

{tdbhi,  ndbhi, 
or  tdhi,  ndhi. 


.... 


like  the  Instr. 
tdsan,  tds&nan. 
tdsu. 


'  Is  replaced  by  the  genitive.  *  Or  tis&nan^  nesAnan^  as  the  old 

genitiTe  is  taken  as  theme,  after  suppressing  the  nasal,  and  from  it  a  new 
one  formed  according  to  the  analogy  of  the  common  declension. 

'  Observe  the  transposition  of  the  long  vowel.  *  In  the  form  tisna 
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the  Pali  coincides  in  a  remarkable  manner  with  the  Gothic  thizSs^  since, 
like  it,  it  lias  weakened  the  old  a  to  i.     Tissa^  however,  is  inferior  to  the 
Gothic  kindred  form,  in  having  dropped  the  final  s;  and  in  this  point 
ranks  with  the  Old  High  Grerman,  in  which  the  Gothic  z6s  has  become 
ra  (p.  496).    The  Pall,  however,  has  abandoned  aU  final  «,  without  excep- 
tion.   The  older  form  tassa  (by  assimilation  from  tagyd),  which  is  not 
given  by  Clough,  is  supplied  by  Bumouf  and  Lassen,  with  whom,  how- 
ever, the  form  tUsd  is  wanting,  though  they  furnish  an  analogous  one, 
viz.  imissd  (Essai,  p.  117).    Clough  gives,  moreover,  the  forms  tisMaya 
and  tass&tokya.     The  former,  like  the  plural  genitive,  appears  to  be 
formed  by  the  addition  of  a  new  genitive  form,  according  to  the  common 
declension,  to  the  pronominal  genitive  form.     From  the  form  tauatapa 
we  might  be  led  to  an  obsolete  ablative,  which,  in  Sanscrit,  must  have 
been  tasydt — still  earlier  tamtydt — which  is  proved  by  Zend  forms  like 
amnhdty  '^  ex  hoc  "  (§.  180.).    But  if  we  are  to  give  to  tagadtaya  not  an  abla- 
tive sense,  but  a  genitive  and  dative  one,  I  then  prefer  dividing  it  thus  : 
tassd-tdya^  so  that  the  feminine  base  td  would  be  contained  in  it  twice — 
once  with  the  pronominal,  and  again  with  the  common  genitive  termina- 
tion.   But  it  is  probable  that  the  form  imamhdy  which  is  given  by  Bur- 
nouf  and  Lassen  (Essai,  p.  117)  as  an  anomalous  feminine  instrumental, 
is  originally  an  ablative ;  for  this  case,  in  its  significations,  borders  on 
the  instrumental,  and  to  it  belongs  the  appended  pronoun  8ma,    But  if 
itnamhd  is  an  ablative,  it  is,  in  one  respect,  more  perfect  than  the  Zend 
forms,  like  npjui^  jui/»A)  avanhdt^  since  the  Pali  form  has  retained  also 
the  m  of  the  appended  pronoun  sma — transposed  to  mha, — ^whlle  the  n  of 
f»MS^^»j<3  avanhdt  is  only  an  euphonic  affix  (§.56\).     The  final  ^, 
however,  in  Pali,  must,  according  to  a  universal  law  of  sound,  be  removed, 
as  in  the  masculine ;  and  thus  the  ablative  nature  of  imamhd  might  the 
more  easily  lie  hid  before  the  discovery  of  the  Zend  form. 

370.  I  have  already,  in  my  review  of  Forster's  Grammar,* 
and  before  I  became  acquainted,  through  the  Pali,  with  the 
isolated  pronoun,  considered  the  Latin  conjunction  nam  as 
an  accusative  to  be  classed  here ;  and  I  have  there  also  repre- 
sented the  Sanscrit  6na  as  a  compound,  and  compared  the 
Latin  enim  with  its  accusative  ^T^  6nam.  It  will,  however, 
be  better  to  refer  enim,  as  also  nam,  to  the  feminine  accu- 


*  Heidelb.  Jahrbucher,  1818.  p.  473. 
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sative — P.  ^  naii.  Sans.  w:hp\  hidm — as  the  short  masculine  a 
in  Latin  has  elsewhere  become  u,  among  other  words,  in 
nunc,  i.e.  "at  this  (time),''  which  (I.e.)  I  have  explained  like 
funct  as  analogous  to  hunc.  But  if  tunc  and  nunc  are  not 
accusatives,  their  no  would  appear  to  be  akin  to  the  Greek 
vUa,  and  tunc  might  be  compared  to  TrjviKa,  of  which 
more  hereafter.  With  respect  to  nam  and  enim,  we  may 
refer  to  §.  351  with  r^^rd  to  the  possibility,  in  similar  pro- 
nominal formations,  of  their  m  being  a  remnant  of  the 
appended  pronoun  sma.  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  of  the 
pronominal  derivation  of  all  these  adverbs.  We  may  remark, 
in  this  respect,  our  German  dennf  and  the  Latin  quip-pe  from 
quid-pe,  to  which  with  regard  to  its  last  syllable,  nempe  from 
nam-pe  (compare  §.  6.)  is  analogous.  The  Sanscrit  kincha, 
"  moreover''  (euphonic  for  kimcha)y  may  be  regarded  as  the  pro- 
totype of  quippe,  for  it  consists  of  kim  "  what  ?"  and  cha  (com- 
monly ''and"),  which  takes  from  it  the  interrogative  meaning, 
and  is  in  form  the  same  as  que,  which  also,  in  quisque,  removes 
the  interrogative  signification.  The  syllable  pe,  however,  of 
quippe  is,  in  its  origin,  identical  with  que,  and  has  the  same  re- 
lation to  it  that  the  iEolic  ire/xire  has  to  qvinque.  As  regards 
the  relation  of  the  i  of  enim  to  the  a  of  nam,  we  may  refer  to 
that  of  contingo  to  tango,  and  similar  phenomena,  as  also  to  the 
Pali  tissd  compared  with  tassd  (see  Table,  §.  369.).  The  Greek 
wtv,  like  fjuv,  has  a  weakened  vowel,  which  appears  also  in  the 
Sanscrit  inseparable  preposition  nt,  '*  down,"  whence  has  arisen 
our  German  nieder.  Old  High  German  ni-dar  (p.  382),  which 
bears  the  same  relation  to  na  that  the  neuter  interrogative 
kim  does  to  the  masculine  kas.  A  u  also,  in  analogy 
with  ^^m^  ku'tajf,  "whence?"  '^ku-tta,  "where?"*'  has 
been  developed  in  our  demonstrative,  and  appears  in  the  in- 
terrogative particle  ^  nu,  with  which  we  compare  the 
Latin  num,  and  the  Greek  vv,  which,  in  form,   and  partly 

in  use,  is  identical  with  '^nu*     On  the   other  hand,   in 
*  Compare  Haitung,  Greek  Particles,  II.  99. 
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vuv,  nun,  "now/'  which  likewise  belongs  to  the  base  na  or  nu, 
the  original  demonstrative  signification  is  retained  more 
truly.  Are  we  to  suppose  in  the  v  of  this  word,  as  being 
a  necessary  corruption  of  final  /lc,  a  remnant  of  the  appended 
pronoun  smOf  and  that  the  vowel  preceding  has  been 
lengthened  in  compensation  for  the  loss  of  the  rest?  Then 
vvv  would  perhaps  admit  of  comparison  with  the  Pali  locative 
nasmmf  or  namhit  and  the  change  of  a  to  u  would  have  first 
taken  place  in  Greek  through  the  influence  of  the  liquids,  as 
<rvv  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  ^  sarrif  "  with."  Our  mint 
Gothic  nu,  is  likewise  related,  as  is  also  noch,  as  analogous 
to  dock.  The  Gothic  forms  are  nauhf  ihauht  to  the  final  par- 
ticle of  which,  uhf  we  shall  recur  hereafter. 

371.  The  Sanscrit  negative  particle  ^na^  which  appears 
in  Gothic  in  the  weakened  form  nh  comes  next  to  be  con- 
sidered; in  Old  Sclavonic  it  is  ne,  nt,  the  latter  only  as 
a  prefix.*  So  in  Lithuanian,  in  ni^kast  "none,'*  (ni-eXroi, 
compare  Sanscrit  ilcaa^  "  one,")  and  kindred  compounds ;  but 
elsewhere  it  is  found  as  ne :  in  Greek  it  is  lengthened  to  vtj, 
but  only  at  the  beginning  of  compounds,  as  v^Kepta^,  vriiajii^ : 
in  Latin  it  is  found  only  as  a  prefix  t  in  the  form  of  ne,  ni,  ne, 
nl  (nefas,  nefandum,  neque,  nisi,  nimirum).  This  negative  par- 
ticle occurs  in  the  Vedas  with  the  signification  sictd,  which 
points  at  its  pronominal  derivation.!  At  least  I  think  that 
we  cannot  assume  a  difierent  origin  for  the  particle  in  the 
two  significations  which  are  apparently  so  distinct :  for  if 
the  idea  yo,  "yes,"  is  denoted  by  a  pronominal  expression — 
in  Latin  by  i-ta,  in  Sanscrit  by  ta-thd,  in  Gothic  by  ycu,  of 
which  hereafter — its  opposite  may  be  contrasted  with  it»  as 
dieses,  "this,"  to  yenes,  **that,"  and  i^na  would  therefore 


*  See  Kopitnr's  Glagollta,  p.  77. 

t  I  regard  the  oonjanction  n^  as  a  oorruption  of  me  s/uy,  m  mdy  as 
narro^  probably,  from  marro  (see  Vocalismiu,  p.  1G5). 

i  Compare  my  Reriew  of  Rosen's  Veda  Specimen  in  the  Bed.  Jahrb. 
Dec.  1890.  p.  955. 
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simply  direct  to  what  is  distant ;  for  to  say  that  a  quality  or 
thing  does  not  belong  to  an  individual,  is  not  to  remove  it 
entirely,  or  to  deny  its  existence,  but  to  take  it  away  from 
the  vicinity,  from  the  individuality  of  a  person,  or  to  place 
the  person  on  the  other  side  of  the  quality  or  thing  designated, 
and  represent  it  as  somewhat  different.  But  that  which,  in 
Sanscrit,  signifies  ^this,"  means  also,  for  the  most  part, 
**  ibatT  the  mind  supplying  the  place,  whether  near  or  remote, 
and  the  idea  of  personality  alone  is  actually  expressed  by  the 
pronouns.  The  inseparable  negative  particle  n  a,  too — in 
Greek  the  a  privative — is  identical  with  a  demonstrative  base 
(§.366.),  and  the  prohibitive  particle  siTrndssfxi?  belongs  to 
the  base  ma,  (§.  368.),  and  the  Greek  negation  ov  admits  of 
being  compared  with  a  demonstrative,  as  will  be  shewn  here- 
after. Observe,  further,  that  as  ifna  in  the  Vedas  unites  the 
relative  meaning  ''as"  with  the  negative,  so  the  corre- 
sponding ne  in  Latin  appears  both  as  interrogative  and 
negative ;  in  the  former  sense  affixed,  in  the  latter  prefixed. 
It  is  further  to  be  observed  of  the  Sanscrit  no,  that  when 
Gombioed  with  itself,  but  both  times  lengthened — thus  ifTHT 
i,4„4 — it  signifies  "much,"  " of  many  kinds,"  as  it  were, 
•*  this  and  that ";  as  Mu$  also  has  been  formed  by  redupli- 
cation (§.351.).  The  Sanscrit  expression,  however,  is  inde- 
clinable, and  is  found  only  in  the  beginning  of  compounds. 
We  may  here  mention,  also,  the  interrogative  and  asseverative 
particle  ^[sp^^  niinamf  which  I  agree  with  Hartung  (Lc.  II.  95.) 
in  distributing  into  nC--nam,  since  I  regard  nd  as  the 
lengthened  form  of  the  nu  mentioned  above,  without, 
however,  comparing  nam  with  tfiiff^  ndman,  '^  name,"  as  the 
pronominal  base  na  appears  to  me  to  be  sufficient  for  the 
explanation  of  this  Indian  nam,  as  well  as  that  in  Latin ;  which 
latter,  likewise,  Hartung  endeavours  to  compare  with  ifiiT^ 
fidfium,  *'  name." 

372.  Wc  return  to  the  compound  ^Rif  ana,  the  last  element 
of  which  has  been  considered  by  us  in  §.  369.    From  ana 
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comes,  in  Sanscrit,  the  instrumental  masculine  neuter 
anhia^  2^nd  xsjm  ana  (§.  158.),  feminine  ^nnr  anayd, 
Sclavonic  onoyu  (§.  266.),  and  the  genitive  and  locative  dual 
of  the  three  genders  anayds,  which,  in  Sclavonic,  has  become 
ontl  for  onoytl  (§.273.).  In  Lithuanian,  ana-9,  or  an-s,  sig- 
nifies  "  that,"  feminine  and,  and,  like  the  Sclavonic  on^  ona^ 
onoy  of  the  same  signification,  is  fully  declined,  according  to 
the  analogy  oUaSf  ia,  t\  ta,  to,*  being,  in  this  respect,  superior 
to  the  corresponding  words  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend.  To  this 
pronoun  belong  the  Latin  and  Greek  an,  av,  as  also  the 
Gothic  interrogative  particle  an  (Grimm.  IIL  756.),  though 
elsewhere  in  the  three  sister  languages  the  n  is  thematic ; 
which  is  especially  evident  in  Gothic,  where,  from  a  theme 
ana  in  the  accusative  masculine,  only  an  could  be  formed, 
and  the  same  in  the  neuter  or  anata.  For  the  Greek  and 
Latin  we  should  assume  that  ^v*r  ana  had  lost  its  final 
vowel,  as  we  have  before  seen  ^^r  6na  abbreviated  to 
*EN  (§.  308.).  But  if  the  n  belonged  to  the  inflexion,  or  to 
the  appended  pronoun  ?n  8ma,  which  appears  to  me  less 
probable,  then  the  simple  base  iv  a  (§.  366.)  would  suffice 
for  the  derivation  of  an,  Av. 

373.  As  the  Latin  preposition  inter  is  evidently  identical 
with  the  Sanscrit  antar  and  the  Gothic  undar,  our  unier 
(§§.  293. 294.),  and  i  is  a  very  conmion  weakening  of  ti,  we 
must  class  also  the  preposition  in  and  the  kindred  Greek  ev 
with  the  demonstrative  base  m^ana,  although  in  and  ev,  con- 
sidered by  themselves,  admit  of  being  referred  to  the  base 
^  i,  and  the  relation  of  evda  to  the  Zend  aj(oj  idha,  "  here," 
might  be  deduced  through  the  unorganic  commixture  of  a 
nasal,  as  in  a/x^co,  ambo,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  ubhdu  and 
Sclavonic  oba.  I  now,  however,  prefer  regarding  the  v  of 
6v-0a,  ev-dev,  which  bear  the  relation  of  locative  and  ablative 
to  one  another,  as  originally  belonging  to  the  base,  and  ev 


*  See  Kopitar*8  Glagolito,  p.  59. 
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therefore,  and  the  Latin  in,  the  pronominal  nature  of  which 
is  apparent  in  inde,  are  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  w^  ana. 
The  2  of  c/f,  from  evf,  appears  to  me  an  abbreviation  of  the 
su£x  ae,  which,  in  forms  like  iroa-e,  oKKoaq,  expresses  direc- 
tion to  a  place,  just  as  e?-^  is  an  abbreviation  of  e(r'<n\  io^  of 
SoBi,  vp6^  of  vpoTt.     There  would  then  be  a  fitting  reason 
why  e<V  should  express  direction  to  a  place:  it  is'opposed  in 
meaning  to  ev,  just  as  our  hin,  "  towards,"  to  hier,  **  here,"  only 
that  the  Greek  expressions  have  lost  their  independent  sig- 
nification, and  only  precede  the  particular  place  denoted  of 
rest,  or  to  which  motion  is  implied;   like  an  article  the 
•meaning  of  which  is  merged  in  that  of  its  substantive.    The 
preposition  dm,  like  the  Gothic  ana,  our  an,  has  preserved 
more  perfectly  the  pronominal  base  under  discussion :  ava  is 
opposed  to  Kara,  as  this  side  to  that  side.*     The  Gothic  anaks, 
'*  suddenly,^'  may  likewise,  in  all  probability,  be  classed  here, 
and  would  therefore  originally  mean  ''in  this"  (moment). 
Its  formation  recalls  that  of  aira^,  the  f  of  which  is  perhaps 
an  abbreviation  of  the  suffix  Ktg  (§.  324.).     If  the  Gothic  ks  is 
connected  with  the  suffix  of  such  numeral  adverbs,  then  the 
removal  of  the  k  has  been  prevented  by  tlie  close  vicinity  of 
the  s,  though  elsewhere  the  Gothic  is  not  indisposed  to  the 
combination  h^f.     In  Lithuanian,  an^day,  from  the  base  ana, 
points  to  past  time,  and  signifies  "  that  time,"  "  lately,*'  while 
to-day  refers  to  the  future,  and  means  "  then." 

374.   The  base  WtT  ana  forms,  with  the  relative  ir  ya,  the 
combination  ^TfH  anya,  and,  with  the  comparative  suffix  jn, 

tara,  m(t,  antara ;  both  expressions  signify  alius,  and  liave 
dropped  the  final  vowel  of  the  demonstrative  base;  for  which 
reason  the  Indian  grammarians  do  not  admit  w^anya  to  be 
a  compound,  any  more  than  the  previously  discussed  bases 


*  Compare  §.  105.  and  Demonstiative  Bases  and  their  connection  with 
different  Prepositions  and  Conjunctions,  p.  9,  passim. 
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W  tyoy  W  «ya ;  J^or  do  they  see  in  antara  any  comparatiYe 
suffix,*  particularly  as,  besides  the  irregularity  of  its  forma- 
tion^t  it  is  removed,  by  its  signification  also,  from  the  conm^on 
pronominal  derivatives  (§.  292.),  and  expresses,  not  **  the  one,'' 
or  "the  other,"  of  two,  but,  like  jjin^itara,  '*the  other'' 
generally.  ^  In  Gothic  corresponds  anthar,  theme  anthara, 
which  has  the  same  meaning ;  in  Lithuanian  antra-s,  "  the 
other,"  "the  second'';  in  Latin,  aUeVf  the  n  being  exchanged 
for  I  (§.  20.),  on  which  also  is  founded  the  relation  of  (dim  to 
minr  anya-«,'the  base  of  which  is  preserved  complete  in  the 
Gothic  ALJA.X  The  Greek  SlSXo^  is  removed  one  step 
further  than  diun  from  the   original  form,  and,  like  tiie 

Prakrit  ^nr  anna,  and  the  Old  High  German  adverb  attes, 
'*  otherwise,"  has  assimilated  the  y  to  the  consonant  preceding 
it  (compare  p.  401.).  On  the  other  hand,  W!9  amya  exists  in 
a  truer  form,  but  with  a  somewhat  altered  meaning,  in  Greek, 
viz.  as  evioit  "  some,"  which  may  be  well  contrasted  with  the 
Sanscrit-Zend,  anyS,  *'aln,'"  From  the  base'ENIO  comes  also 
eviore,  "  sometimes,"  as  analogous  to  aAAore,  eicaorore,  &c., 
*for  the  derivation  of  which,  therefore,  we  need  not  have 
•  recourse  to  evt  &re,  or  eanv  Sre.  In  Old  Sclavonic,  in 
signifies  "the  other,"  and  its, theme  is  ind,  and  thus  the  y 
of  the  Sanscrit-Zend  anya  has  been  lost.  The  feminine 
nominative  in  Sclavonic  is  tno,  the  neuter  ino. 

375.  Together  with  anya,  aidara,  and  ttoro,  the  Sanscrit 
has  also  two  other  words  for  the  idea  of  "another,''  viz. 
^C^aparch  and  ^^para,.  The  former  may  have  sprung 
from  the  preposition  apa,  "from,"  as  apa  itself  from  the 
demonstrative  base  ir  a.     With  it  is  connected,  as  has  been 


*  Anya  is  derived  from  an^  "  to  live,"  and  antara  fsom  onto,  "end." 

t  The  regular  form  would  be  anatara. 

t  AiyaJcundsy  ^^aHenigmus"  alyai  oatAtot,  "other  things,"  afya  thrS, 
"  elsewhere"  (p.  384  et  a).  Jn  the  nominative  masculine  I  conjectoie 
alyis^  not  alu  (p.  368,  Rem.  7). 
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already  observed  (§.  350.),  our  tJi>ert  Gothic  and  Old  High 
German  q/ar  (§.  87.),  the  original  meaning  of  which  is  still 
evident  in  chermaL^  **  once  more/'  aberglavben^  **  superstition," 
ahervo^t  "  &lse  wit"  In  Old  High  German  (tfar  means, 
also,  ''again/'  like  the  Latin  iterum,  opposed  to  ^K^Uaro'Sf 
''the  other.'"  mpanh  is  derived  by  apocope  6x>m  apara: 
it  is  more  nsed  than  the  latter ;  and  if  it  has  derivatives  in 
the  European  cognate  languages  also,  the  Latin  perendie  may 
be  among  the  first  to  be  referred  to  a  word  which  signifies 
**  another."  It  should  properly  signify  "  the  morrow,"  but  the 
use  of  language  often  steps  beyond  the  limits  of  what  the 
actual  form  expresses ;  and  thus,  in  the  word  alluded  to,  by 
*'on  the  other  day,"  not  the  next  following  is  implied,  but  the 
day  after  to-morrow.  The  language,  thecefore,  proceeds 
from  ''this  day  "  (hwUe)  to  eras — in  which  an  appellation  of 
day  is  not  easily  perceived — and  thence  to  **  the  other  day," 
perendie^  the  first  member  of  which  I  regard  as  an  adverbial 
accusative,  with  n  for  m,  as  in  eundem.  In  the  Sanscrit 
part-dym,  "  morrow,"  pari,  on  the  contrary,  is  apparently  in 
the  locative,  and  the  last  member  in  tiie  accusative,  if  we 
ri^;ard  it  as  the  contraction  of  a  neuter  <Hvas  ;*  but  in  par^- 
dyavi  both  are  in  the  locative.  The  Latin  peren  occurs  also 
in  perendinOf  perendinatiot  the  last  member  of  which  guides 
us  to  another  Sanscrit  appellation  of  day,  viz.  to  f^  dincu 
But  to  dwell  for  a  moment  on  fijfinr  divcu  and  ^pard,  I 
am  of  opinion  that  these  two  expressions  are  united  in  ves-per, 
ves^-peru9f  and  eairepoL,  as  it  were  fi^^^qr.  dttxM-pora,  which, 
if  we  look  upon  para  as  a  neuter  substantive,  would  signify 


*  I  prefer  this  derivstion  to  that  I  formerly  gave  (Kleinere  Gmmm. 
p.  323^  finom  dyu  with  an  irregular  «  /  for  from  div<u  the  step  is  as  easy  to 
dyus  as  from  div  to  dyu,  DttxM,  however,  does  not  occur  alone,  but  in- 
stead of  it  divasa  :  still  the  compounds  divas-patiy  ^'  Lord  of  Heaven,"  or 
^  of  day,"  and  divtu-i>rUhivydu^  ^'  heaven  and  earth,"  shew  the  trace  of  it ; 
for  in  the  latter  it  is  impossible  to  regard  m  as  a  genitive  termination. 
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"  the  last,  latest  part  of  the  day/'  and  para,  used  adjectively, 
and  prefixed  to  another  appellation  of  day,  actually  occurs  with 
this  meaning;  for  pardhna  (from para -^dhna)  signifies  the 
later,  or  after  part  of  the  day  (see  Glossar.)  as  pHrvAhna  does 
the  former,  or  earlier  part.  Consequently  vesper  would  stand 
for  dive9-per ;  and  this  ahbreviation  of  the  appellation  of  day 
will  not  appear  more  remarkable  than  that  of  ff?^  dvis  to 
bis.  With  respect  to  the  loss  of  a  whole  initial  syllable,  I 
may  refer  to  the  relation  of  the  Greek  fxeipoL^f  ^tpaKtov  to 
^irn^  kumdra-8,  "  boy,''  which,  by  the  suppression  of  its 
middle  syllable,  but  with  the  retention  of  the  initial  one,  has 
been  corrupted  to  Kopo^,  KOvpog.     We  turn  now  to  another 

trace  of  1R  para,  "  the  other,''  in  Latin,  which  we  find  in 
the  first  portion  of  pereger  and  peregrinus,  and  which  we 
could  not  well  suppose  to  be  the  preposition  per.  Pereger 
would  consequently  signify  "  being  in  another  land,"  like  the 
Old  High  German  eli'lenti,  and  peregrinus, "  who  from  another 
land."  We  might  also  refer  per-perus  to  the  same  source,  as 
the  reduplication  o{ peru8=^K!S(^para-s,  in  which  the  "bad 
and  wrong"  is  opposed  to  "  the  right,"  as  the  other.  In  the 
cognate  Greek  irepvepo^  the  fundamental  meaning  has  taken 
a  more  special  direction.  Lastly,  the  particle  vip  remains  to 
be  mentioned,  the  use  of  which  is  more  of  a  pronominal  than 
a  prepositional  nature.  A  word,  which  originally  signifies 
"  other,"  was  well  adapted  to  give  particular  emphasis  to  a 
relative,  so  as  to  bring  prominently  forward  the  persons  or 
things  denoted  by  it  as  other  than  those  excluded.  In  this 
light  let  the  French  nous  auires,  votis  autres,  and  our  German 
wenn  anders,  **  provided  that,"  be  considered,  which  is  more 
energetic  than  the  simple  wenn,  •*  if."*    From  Jf^para  comes. 


*  Remark,  also,  the  apparently  pleonastic  use  of  ^A\of ;  and  similar  phe- 
nomena in  Sanscrit,  as  Nal.  1. 14,  in  which  men  are  opposed  to  the  gods 
and  to  other  beings  not  human,  as  osiers :  ''  Nowhere  among  the  gods  or 
Yakshas  exists  such  beauty,  nor  amongst  (others)  men  was  such  ever 
before  seen  or  heard  of.*' 
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in  Sanscrit,  pdra,  "  the  further  shore/'  and  from  iSaispArayAmi, 
^  I  complete '^   to  the  former  answers  irepav,  to  the  latter 
vepaci.*    In  German,  in  the  word  under  discussion  the  idea 
of  **  other  "  has  been  changed  to  that  of  **  far/*  Gothic /oirr^, 
"  far "  the  second  r  of  which  seems  to  have  sprung  from  n  by 
assimilation.     In  Sancrit,  even  para  occurs  in  the  sense  of 
"far/" in  the  compound  pardsu,  "dead/'  having  life  removed. 
376.  The  Gothic  yainst  (theme  ycdna)  yener,  **  that,"  Greek 
Keivo^f  cKeiva^f  (JEoh  idjvos)  and  Doric  r^vor,  correspond,  in 
respect  to  their  last  element,  with  the  bases  in  the  cognate 
languages  which  are  compounded  with  nOf  no ;  among  which 
we  may  especially  notice  anas  (ani)  "on/'  which  has  the 
same  meaning  in  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic.    In  the  Doric, 
T^vo^f  like  TtiKiKo^f  rrfviKa,  the    vowel    of   the    article    is 
lengthened  (comp.  §.  352.),  and  the  iEolic  k!jvo£  has  the  same 
relation  to  the  interrogative  base  RO,  that  Trjuog  has  to  TO. 
But  in  iceivof,  to  which  cKeivos  bears  the  same  relation  that 
efiov  does  to  fiov  (§.  326),  instead  of  the  base-vowel  being 
lengthened  an  i  is  introduced,  and  the  o  is  weakened  to  e : 
compare,  in  the  former  respect,  the  Sanscrit  6  and  the  com- 
pound JfJ^  ina  (§.  369.).      So,  abo,  in   the  Gothic  yain(a)8t 
"that,"  an  t  has  been  blended  with  the  Sanscrit  relative  base 
^  yo.      But  if  in  German,  as  in  Sclavonic,  a  y  preceded  the 
old  initial  vowel,  as  in  yesmy  =yKf^asmh  Lithuanian  esmu 
'*!  am'"  (§.  255.  n.),  yains  would  then  shew  itself  to  be  a 
cognate  form  to  ;ct  inoy  "  this,"'  the  real  countertype  of 
which  we  have,  however,   already  found  in  the  numeral 
otfu,  theme  aina  (§.  308.).     In  Greek,  the  word  Seiva,  theme 
AEIN,  may  also  be  classed  here.      It  is  a  plural  neuter, 
which  has  been  peculiarly  dealt  with  by  the  language :  its  ei 
has  the  same  relation  to  the  o  of  the  article  that  Keivos  has 
to  KO  {k6t€,  Korepov),  and  the  tenuis  has  been  removed,  as  in 
ie  beforementioned  (§.  350.).     The  v,  however,  of  AEIN  can 


*  Ck>xnpare  VocaUsmus,  p.  177,  &c. 
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scarcely  be  connected  with  the  appended  pronoun  if  no, 
but  is  more  probably  a  mere  phonetic  aflBx,  as  in  TIN,  of 
which  hereafter,  and  in  many  words  of  our  so-called  weak 
declension  (§.  142.). 

377.  The  Zend  demonstrative  base  A5»Af  avd,  **  this,^^  has 
been  already  repeatedly  mentioned.  In  it  we  find  a  new 
and  powerful  confirmation  of  the  proposition — ^which  is  one 
of  importance  for  the  history  of  language — that  pronouns 
and  genuine  prepositions  are  originally  one ;  for  in  the 
Sanscrit,  in  which  ova  has  been  lost  as  a  pronoun,  it  has 
remained  as  a  preposition,  with  the  signification  ^'from,''^ 
"down";  as  ava-pluh  avortar  (jltfi),  "to  spring  from,"  "to 
descend,"  but  the  original  meaning  of  which  is  "  to  alight  down 
or  at  this  (place)."  In  Sclavonic,  ava  has  been  changed,  ac- 
cording to  rule  (§.  255.  a),  to  ovo,  which  signifies  "this^  and 
''that":  its  fern.  nom.  ova  is  almost  identical  with  the  same 
case  in  Zend — m»m  ava.  With  this  form  is  connected  the  Greek 
av  of  a vTo;,*  in  which,  after  the  suppression  of  the  final  vowel, 
the  V  has  been  changed  to  a  vowel.  When  used  alone  the  pro- 
nominal nature  of  this  base  is  most  apparent  in  avdt,  *'  here," 
which,  therefore,  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  an  abbreviation  of 
avTodi,  for  it  is  quite  as  natural  for  the  locative  suffix  to  be 
attached  to  aS  as  to  other  pronominal  bases.  With  the  same 
signification  as  avdi  we  might  expect  to  find  avda,  as  analo- 
gous to  evda  and  to  the  Zend  a»q^»a>  arxxdha,  which  corre- 
sponds in  its  base^  suffix,  and  signification.  But  the  Greek 
expression  does  not  occur  alone,  but  only  in  combination 
with  evda  in  evravOa  for  ev9a&dat;  and  so,  also,  the  ablative 
adverb  avOev  is  retained  only  in  the  compound  evrevOev 
(p.  480).  The  indeclinable  av,  the  use  of  which  is  not  opposed 
to  its  pronominal  origin,  has  probably  lost  some  suffix  of 


*  Compare  p.  387,  Rem:*. 

t  §•  344.  p.  480.    The  derivation  of  evravBa  given  at  p.  387  most  be 
corrected  accordingly. 
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case  or  of  anotter  kind.  If  it  were  a  neuter  for  avr  or  avS 
the  sappreaskm  of  the  T  sound  would  accord  with  a  universal 
jAonetic  law  (comp.  §.  155.)-  Perhaps  it  is  an  abbreviation 
of  aS0i(,  which  has  the  same  meaning,  or  of  atrre»  which  latter 
agrees  in  its  formation  with  the  pronominal  adverbs  rare,  Sre, 
wiret  though  the  signification  has  diverged. 

378.  Through  a  combination  with  the  comparative  sufiSx 
is  formed  avrdpt'*  hut,"  with  reference  to  which  we  must 
again  advert  to  our  German  aber  (Old  High  German  afar, 
'*  hat!'  ^'again  ")  with  the  Sanscrit  apara,  '<  alivsr    The  suffix 
of  avT&p  is  distinguished  from  the  customary  repo^  by  the 
preservation  of  the  original  a  sound,  and  in  this  manner  cor- 
responds exactly  to  the  Sanscrit]  aniiaT  (§.  293.).    The  Latin 
a»ir4em,  on  the  other  hand,  appears  to  contain  the  superlative 
suffix,  as  i4em  in  opposition  to  irUrvm.*    The  t  of  Hmm 
might  easily  be  corrupted  to  e  in  a  word  terminating  with  a 
consonant    I  now^however,  prefer  regarding  the  suffix  iem 
of  iriem  and  au4em  as  not  originating  in  the  Latin  language, 
but  as  identical  with  the  suffix  ^  tham,  which,  in  Sanscrit, 
likewise  occurs  only  in  two  pronominal  adverbs,  viz.  in 
^W^^  U-4ham,  "  so,'**  and  w^  ka-tham,  "  how  ?^'  with  regard 
to  which  it  may  be  left  undecided  whether  their  tham  is  con- 
nected with  the  superlative  suflBx  with  a  phonetic  alteration, 
just  as  ihama  in  m>n^  prathamorg,  **  the  first"  (p.  379).     The 
Latin  avrt  appears  to  me  an  abbreviation  of  au-ti,  so  that  it 
agrees  in  its  formation  with  uH,  ut,  and  iti  in  itidem,  as  also 
with  the  Sanscrit  jfk  Ui,  "  so/'t    With  regard  to  the  ou  of 
aujvgio,  aufero,  I  see  no  adequate  reason  for  dissenting  from 
the  common  opinion  which  regards  it  as  a  weakened  form  of 


*  Comporo  Heidelb.  Jahrb.  1818,  p.  479,  and  Demonstntiye  Bases, 
p.  14. 

t  The  •  (siUi-dem  might  also  be  regarded  as  the  weakening  of  the  a  of 
Ito,  caused  by  the  addition  of  weight  through  the  dem. 
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ab-*  On  the  other  hand,  the  Sanscrit  inseparable  preposition 
avOf  mentioned  above  (§.  377.)»  evidently  re-appears  in  the 
Homeric  avepucayt  without  the  ancient  connection  between 
this  prepositional  av  and  the  particle  av  being  thereby  re- 
moved, as,  as  has  been  remarked  above,  the  Sanscrit  preposi- 
tion ava  and  the  2iend  demonstrative  base  of  similar  sound, 
are  cognate  forms. 

379.  It  has  been  elsewhere  pointed  outt  that  of  the  three 
forms  into  which  the  originally  short  a  in  Greek  has  been 
distributed  (e,  o,  a),  most  frequently  e  occurs  in  places  where 
a  Sanscrit  a  is  combined  with  u ;  more  rarely  the  weightier 
o ;  and  the  still  heavier  a  never.§  The  Greek  diphthong  at/, 
however,  corresponds  to  the  Vriddhi  diphthong  ^4ti,  as 
vav^^=ii(^^n&us :  its  a  is  therefore  long,  and  is  found  as 
such  in  vdof ,  8cc.,  for  vafo^  =  «rpnr  nAvas.  If,  then,  the 
final  vowel  of  the  Indo-Zend  ava^  Sclavonic  ovo,  be  removed, 
and  then  the  ti,  formed  by  the  melting  ^own  of  the  v,  be 
combined  in  a  diphthong  with  the  initial  vowel,  we  should 
have  ev  or  ov.  As,  however,  av  has  arisen,  we  must  regard 
the  lengthening  of  the  initial  vowel  as  compensation  for  the 
final  vowel,  which  has  been  suppressed.  This  compensation, 
however,  does  not  take  place  universally;  for  as  ot/i/ is  plainly 
shewn,  by  its  use,  to  be  of  pronominal  origin,||  it  may  be  best 
compared  with  our  demonstrative  base  ava,  of  which  it  is 


*  Without  this  weakening,  affiero^  from  abfero^  would  be  identical  vritli 
ajff^ro^  from  adfero  ;  and  the  change  of  the  h  into  the  cognate  vowel  may 
have  taken  place  in  order  to  avoid  this  identity,  as,  vice  versa,  the  u  of 
duo  (originally  a  v)  seems  to  have  been  hardened  into  bin  bis.  I^  for 
this  reason,  au  has  arisen  from  ab  on  one  occasion,  it  might  be  still  further 
adopted  without  its  being  occasioned  from  a  view  to  perspicuity. 

t  Compare  A.  Benary  in  the  Berl.  Jahrb.  May  1830,  p.  704. 

t  Vocalismus,  p.  193,  &c. 

§  This  combination  produces  ^  6  (§.  2.),  which,  before  vowels,  is  i^ 
solved  into  a«,  as,  gav-dm,  "  bovum"  from  go. 
Compare  Hartung  II.  3,  &c. 
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further  to  be  remarked^  that,  in  Zend,  in  departure  from 
§.  155.,  it  forms  the  nominative  and  accusative  neuter,  not 
by  t»l  but  by  m.     For  avem,  according  to  §.  42.,  aAm  must 
be  employed ;  but  in  its  place  we  have  the  irregular  form  (i^As 
aoTR,  and  the  same  in  the  masculine  accusative.*      I  agree 
with  Hartung  (1.  c.)  in  considering  the  Greek  ovv  likewise  as 
an  accusative,  whether  it  be  masculine,  or,  as  we  may  assume 
from  the  2^nd  aom,  neuter.    The  negative   particle  ov  is 
also  to  be  classed  here,  according  to  what  has  been  said  in 
§.  371.,  and  before,  in  my  Review  of  Rosen's  Veda  Specimen 
regarding  the  derivation  of  negative  particles  firom  pronouns : 
it  has  the  same  relation  to  ovk  which,  owing  to  its  termina- 
ting with  a  consonant,  is  used  before  vowels,  that,  in  Latin, 
the  prefix  ne  has  to  nee,  an  abbreviation  of  neque,    Ovk  is, 
therefore,  an  abbreviation  of  ovki  (with  the  change  of  the 
tenuis,  ovx')*  ^^^  '^^ ^^  which  is,  perhaps,  connected  with  the 
Sanscrit  enclitic   pronominal  base  fvcAi,  of  which  more 
hereafter.    To  this  fVf  chi  the  w  chth  whicli  is  likewise  en- 
clitically  used,  and  with  which  the  Latin  que  is  identical, 
bears  the  same  relation  that  ^  kas,  **  who,*'*  does  to  its  neu- 
ter f^  kim.     If,  then,  the  syllable  m  of  ovki  is  connected 
with  the  Indian  f^  chi,  it  is  also  related  to  the  Latin  que  of 
neque  (compare  §.  380.,  sub  finem.) 

380.  It  remains  for  us  to  shew  that  an  offshoot  of  the  pro- 
nominal base  ava  exists  in  German  also.  Such  is  our  auch 
the  demonstrative  signification  of  which  is  easily  discoverable 
in  sentences  like  er  id  blinds  und  auch  lahm,  "  he  is  blind 
and  also  lame,^"*  in  which  the  auch  adds  to  the  quality  **  blind,"" 
as  "that,"  pnother  *'  this : ""  he  is  lame  and  this  "  blind.'"  The 
auch  performs  the  same  service  for  a  single  quality  that  the 
conjunction  doss,  "that,""  does  for  an  entire  member  of  a  sen- 
tence ;  for  in  sentences  like  '*  I  am  not  willing  (jdass)  that 
the  should  come,""  the  conjunction  dass  expresses  generally 


*  Compare  BnmoTif 'a  Ya^na,  Notes  p.  5. 
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or  only  grammatically,  the  subject  of  my  will,  and  *'  he 
should  come  ^'  expresses  it  particularly  and  logically.  In 
Old  High  German,  auh  (ouh  ouc,  &c.)  has  other  meanings 
besides  auch  also,  which  are  elsewhere  expressed  only  by 
derivatives  from  pronouns,  as  denrh  aber,  9ondemf  **  for/' 
''but,'"  &c.  (see  Graff  1. 120.),  and  the  Gothic  catk  occurs  only 
with  the  meaning  "for."*  If  auch,  also,  were  the  only 
meaning  of  the  conjunction  under  discussion,  in  all  German 
dialects,  we  might  suppose  it  to  be  connected  with  the 
Gothic  aukan,  "to  increase.'''  But  what  connection  have 
denn  and  sandern  ("for"  and  "but")  with  the  verb  "to  in- 
crease?" Moreover,  verbal  ideas  and  verbal  roots  are 
the  last  to  which  I  should  be  inclined  to  refer  the  deriva- 
tion of  a  conjunction.  All  genuine  conjunctions  spring 
from  pronouns  (§.  105.),  as  I  have  endeavoured  to  shew  in 
a  particular  instance  in  my  Review  of  Forster's  Granmiar.t 
But  whence  comes  the  ch  of  our  auch  ?  I  do  not  think 
that  it  can  be  regarded  in  the  same  light  as  that  of  dock 
and  nochy  which  have  been  likewise  explained  as  pro- 
nominal formations,ir  but,  in  Gothic,  terminate  with  h  (nauh, 
thauh);  while  our  auch  bears  the  same  relation  to  the 
Gt)thic  auk  that  michf  dich,  sich,  do  to  mik,  thukj  sik  The 
k,  therefore,  of  auk  may  perhaps,  in  its  origin,  coincide  with 
that  of  the  so-called  pronominal  accusative,  and,  like  the 
latter,  belong  to  the  appended  pronoun  ^  sma  (§§.  174, 175.X 
which,  in  Zend,  becomes  hma,  but  in  Prakrit  and  Pali  is 
transposed  to  mha*      But  if  the  pronoun  ava  were  used  in 


*  The  meanings  ^^bat"  and  ^^also,"  which  1  hare,  in  accordance  with 
Fulda,  given  elsewhere  (Demonstratiye  Bases,  p.  14),  rest  on  no  authority, 
as  Uliilas  giyes  auk  only  when  answering  to  the  Greek  '^ap  (Grimm  III. 
272). 

t  Compare  Sanscrit  ^, "  to  collect,"  whence  Mmuha^ "  crowd." 

i  Heidelb.  Jahrb.  1818,  p.  478. 

%  §.870  and  Demonstrative  Bases,  p.  18. 


PRONOUNS.  535 

Pali,  its  ablative  would  be  avamhd  and  locative  avamH  (comp. 
§•  369.  Table).  In  the  Gotbic  auk  the  sounds  which  surround 
the  h  in  these  forms  are  lost,  and  the  final  vowel  of  the  base 
is  suppressed,  as  in  the  Greek  atrrog .  With  regard  to  the 
guttural,  however,  auk  bears  the  same  relation  to  ooamhA, 
avamhi,  that  ik,  "  I '"  does  to  w^  ahan.  If,  of  the  forms  of 
negation  mentioned  at  p.  533,  the  last  were  the  original 
one,  we  might  suppose  the  %/  to  be  related  to  the  Pali 
pronominal  locatives  in  IVf  mhit  as  x  usually  represents 
the  Sanscrit  and  Pali  ^  h  (§.  23.). 

381.  As  regards  the  etymology  of  the  base  atxi,  the 
first  member  of  it  is  easily  perceived  to  be  the  demon- 
strative a,  and  the  latter  portion  appears  to  be  analogous  to 
ivOf  "  as,^'  from  the  base  i,  as  also  to  iva,  "  also,**'  "  merely," 
&c.,  and  with  the  accusative  termination  Svam,  "  so,'"  from 
the  base  i  (§.  266.).  jl'va  and  i-vch  therefore,  would  be 
as  closely  connected  as  a-na  and  i-^na ;  and  as  from  the 
latter  has  arisen  the  Grothic  term  for  the  numeral,  *'  one,**^ 
(tiieme  ainot  §.  306.),  so  from  6va  would  come  the  2^nd 
numeral  for  *'  one,''  aS^va,  with  a  prefixed,  according  to  §.  38. 
In  Crothic  corresponds  aiv  (theme  aiva\  which,  however,  as 
"aU  time,''  t.e.  eternity,  answers  to  the  cognate  form 
in  Zend  as  logical  antithesis,  or  as  "  another "  to  **  this." 
It  may  be  observed,  that  it  is  highly  probable  that  our  aU, 
Grothic  aBi,  '*omnis''''  (theme  oZZa),  has  been  formed  by  assimi- 
lation from  the  base  alya,  "a£ti«,"  and  has  therefore  expe- 
rienced the  same  fate  as  the  Greek  aXXos,  Old  High 
German  aUeg,  *'  else,"  and  the  Latin  ilk,  oBe.  In  Sanscrit, 
from  the  energetic  subjective  demonstrative  base  so,  "  he/' 
"  this,"  "  that,"  (§.  345.),  arises  the  general  term  "  all,"  viz, 
nrlttir-va,  "every,"  plural  '^ifmrvi, "  all,"  and  the  adverbs 
of  time  w^  soda,  and  IHTT  sand,  "  ever  " :  from  the  latter 
comes  the  adjective  ^nrnR  sanitana,  "  perpetual."  The 
final  member  of  aarva  is  identical  with  that  of  our  m  ava, 
Tfmivd,  and  J^iva;  and,  with  respect  to  the  r,  analogous 
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forms  to  sarva  occur  in  Uar-hi,  "then,"'  and  kar-hi,  **when  ?" 
the  h  of  which  I  consider  as  an  abbreviation  of  rfA,  and 
the  whole  dhi  as  a  cognate  suffix  to  the  Greek  Ot  (compare 
§.  23.).  Thus  StarhU  exclusive  of  the  prefixed  pronoun  S^ 
agrees  with  roft,  and  -  kar-hi  with  irofli,  from  Kodt.  In  the 
Gk)thic,  tha-r,  "  there,"  in  our  dar  in  immerdar,  (always) 
darbringen,  "  to  oflFer/'  dardeUeiu  "  to  represent,*"  &c.,  and 
Atxz-r,  "  where  ?"  (compare  xvar-um,  "  wherefore,"  wor-aus^ 
"  whence,''  &c.)  the  syllable  hi  or  dhi  of  the  Indian  pro- 
totype is  wanting.  We  may  notice,  also,  the  compound 
hvar-yis,  "which?''  the  last  member  of  which  belongs  to 
the  Sanscrit  relative  base  n  ya.  In  Lithuanian  we  have 
in  kittur  (kit-tur),  "  somewhere  else,"  a  form  analogous  to 
the  Gothic  locative  adverbs  in  r.  With  the  Sanscrit  sarva^ 
"every,"  may  be  compared  the  Old  High  German  »dr, 
"  (ymnindr  our  sehr,  "  much."  But  to  return  to  the  Gothic 
base  aira,  we  see  clearly  enough  the  pronominal  origin  of 
this  word  in  expressions  ike  m  aiv,  "nunquamr  ni  cava  dag^t 
"  on  no  day  whatever,"  and  still  more  in  our  ye.  Old  High 
Grerman  ^,  fa,  which  latter  has  been  formed  from  aiV,  by 
suppressing  the  a,  and  changing  the  t?  into  a  vowel ;  and  by 
this  alteration  it-  has  become  estranged  from  hjoot  *'  eter- 
nity." A  word,  however,  signifying  merely  eternity  or 
time,  would  scarcely  have  entered  into  combinations  like 
io-man,  "  oHquis^  our  "jemandj*''  in-  which  io  may  be  re- 
garded as  equivalent  to  the  2^nd  aiva,  "  one ;"  so,  also,  in 
So-wiMt  "  (diquidj''''  literally  "  one  thing,"  or  "  any  one 
thing":  ionir  means  "anywhere,"  and,  with  respect  to  its 
r,  agrees  with  the  abovementioned  locative  adverbs  (<Aar, 
hvar),  and,  in  regard  to  its  entire  final  syllable,  with  pro- 
nouns compounded  with  nos  no(^.  376.);  and  this  afibrds  a 
striking  proof  that  the  preceding  io  cannot,  from  its  origin. 


*  The  Indian  grannnarions  assame,  without  cause  or  reason,  a  suffix 
rhi  for  both  these  expressions,  and  distribute  them  thus,  £ta-rhiy  ka-rhi. 
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be  a  term  for  denoting  time.  Perhaps,  however,  the  Old 
High  German  to  is  not  in  all  places  the  corruption  of  the 
Gothic  aiVf  for  a  short  way  of  arriving  at  it  is  through 
the  old  relative  base  iv  ya.  It  is  certain  that  the 
Lithuanian  yu  belongs  to  it,  which,  in  its  use  before  com- 
paratives in  sentences  like  yu  bagotSsnis  yu  szykoztSsnist 
*'the  richer  the  more  niggardly,^'  corresponds  exactly  to  the 
use  of  the  German  language,  only  that  the  same  expression 
is  always  retained  in  the  corresponding  sentence,  which 
may  be  done  in  German  also,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  the  idea  of 
one  is  expressed  by  attraction,  after  relatives  by  ya,  and 
after  interrogatives  by  ka  (see  §.  308.).  The  Lithuanian 
yu,  however,  is  clearly  the  instrumental  of  the  base  ya, 
which  elsewhere  signifies  "he,""  but,  in  this  kind  of  ex- 
pression, retains  the  old  relative  meaning.  In  Lithuanian, 
yo  may  be  used  for  yu ;  and  if  this  is  not  merely  an  ab- 
breviation of  yu  (jfuo)  it  is  the  genitive  of  the  pronoun 
referred  to ;  for  3^  (for  ytw),  "  he,"  forms,  in  the  genitive, 
ya.  Rubig  renders  "  the  sooner  the  better/'  by  yo  pirm- 
yaus  yo  geraus.^  Graff  (I.  517.)  rightly  compares  the  Old 
High  German  io  with  this  Lithuanian  yo,  and  the  former 
must   therefore   be   distinguished   from  the  io,  which  are 


*  The  meaning  of  Uub  is,  that  if,  in  Sanscrit,  a  sentence  be  intcnxtga- 
tive,  the  object  of  the  verb  likewise  becomes  interrogatiye,  as  it  were  by 
attraction,  instead  of  being,  as  in  English,  indefinite.  Thus,  in  the  passage 
refemd  to  §.508.,  7«4  IT  ^^V.  nA  «^^iTiR(w  fftr  -^kathan  $a 
fwrutkaH  pMha  kan  gkdtayati  hanti  ham,  *'  How,  O  Partha,  can  that 
spirit  cause  to  be  killed  irAom,  can  it  kill  whom  ?  "  The  same  attraction 
takes  place  in  a  relative  sentence.  Thus,  in  the  Second  Book  of  the  Hito- 
padesa,  H^  ^>^  ^^  irtW  KW^  ^R^yode'va  rSchatS  yasmdi  bhavit 
tat  tasya  sundaramy  ^^  Wfiatever  is  agreeable  to  whomsoever  (in  English  it 
woold  be  *  to  any  one  soever'),  that  to  him  will  be  beautiful." —  Traruh" 
tore  Note, 

t  As  addenda  to  §.  906.  may  be  noticed  the  uninflected  comparatives, 
which  accord  with  the  superlatives  in  aus-ae  (§.  307.). 

N  N 


538  PRONOUNS. 

corruptions  of  the  Gothic  aiv.  In  Latin  we  find  a  form 
corresponding  to  this  aiv  (theme  aiva)  in  <evum  which  has. 
quite  lost  a  pronominal  signification.  It  may  be  left 
undecided  whether  the  Greek  a/cov  should  be  referred  to 
this  class.  But  we  must  remark  that  the  syllable  txi  of 
IR  ava,  ^n  iva,  and  ^  iva,  is,  as  it  appears  to  me,  of  itself 
a  pronoun,  and  connected  with  the  enclitic  vai,  "as.'*" 
Perhaps  the  v  is  a  weakened  form  of  m  (§.  63.),  and  iva 
therefore  connected  with  the  demonstrative  ima.  Observe 
that  the  derivative  suffixes  vat  and  mat,  in  the  strong 
cases  vant,  mantf  are  completely  identical  in  meaning,  as 
are  also  min  and  vitl 

382.  We  come  now  to  the  relative,  the  base  of  which 
is,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  ya,  feminine  yd ;  and  the  ofT- 
shoots  of  which,  in  the  European  cognate  languages,  have 
been  already  frequently  mentioned.  With  respect  to  the 
Greek  o£,  ff,  o,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  yas,  yd,  yat,  we 
may  notice  how  frequently  the  Indian  ^y  is  represented 
by  the  Greek  spiritus  asper.  And  o^  has  the  same  rela- 
tion to  yas  that  vfxei^  has  to  the  Veda  ^^  yushtni,  "  ye,'"* 
va-fjuvYj  to   ^w?  yudhmOf   "  strife,"  rjirap  to  if^  yakrit  and 

jecuTf  offw  to  ifn  yaj,  "  to  honour,"  "  adore,"  ^fxepo^  to  ^ 
yam,  "to  restrain."  The  circumstance,  that  the  relative 
is  dialectically  replaced  by  the  article,  is  as  little  proof 
of  the  connection  of  the  two,  as  our  German  welcher^ 
"  which,"  being  replaced  by  the  demonstrative  der,  *'  the,"  is, 
that  it  is  cognate  to  it  in  form.  Since,  as  early  as  Homer, 
the  use  of  the  true  relative  is  very  common,  and  the 
relative  expressions  Sgo^,  oIo^,  ^KIko^,  rjfiog,  answer  to  the 
demonstrative  derivatives  roao^,  roiog,  T);\/icof,  TtjfjLo^,  we 
may  find  in  this  alone  sufficient  evidence,  exclusive  of 
proofs  drawn  from  the  Sanscrit  and  other  cognate  lan- 
guages, of  the  original  existence  of  a  distinct  relative 
base  in  Greek. 

383.  In  Zend  the  relative  occurs  also  with  a  idemonstra- 
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tive  meaning:  thus  we  frequently  find  the  accusative 
(-^<C^  y^  ^  ^he  sense  of  hunc.  This  guides  us  to  the 
Lithuanian  yis,  "  he ''  (euphonic  for  yus,  §.  135.),*  accu- 
sative yi».  The  dative  yam  corresponds  with  the  Sanscrit 
yasmdif  2^nd  yahmdi ;  as  does  the  locative  yame  (§.  176.) 
with  yasmiftf  yahmu  In  Sclavonic,  ye  is  the  most  perfect 
form  that  has  been  retained  in  the  masculine  and  neuter 
singular  of  this  pronominal  base  (see  p.  353) :  in  the  neuter 
plural  ya  agrees  most  exactly  with  the  Zend  and  Veda  yd 
(§.  255.  cu),  just  as,  in  the  nominative  singular  feminine,  yd 
(ya'9he,  "which")  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit-Zend  yd.  The 
masculine  form  i  is  derived,  as  has  been  already  remarked, 
by  suppressing  the  vowel  of  the  base,  and  vocalising  the  y, 
and  thus  resembles  tolerably  closely  the  Gothic  relative 
particle  ei  (=^).  In  Gothic,  however,  there  exist  deriva- 
tives from  the  base  under  discussion,  which  are  even  yet 
more  similar.  For  instance,  the  conjunction  ya-hau  "if/' 
springs  from  it  as  the  cognate  form  of  the  Sanscrit  iri^  ya-^u 
which  signifies  the  same.  The  suffixes  alone  differ.  The 
Gothic  bai  is  a  corruption  of  6a,  and  appears  in  this  form 
in  the  compound  thauh-yaba.  There  is  an  analogous  form 
to  yabaif  yaba,  viz.  i&a,  ibai*  which  is  used  particularly 
as  an  interrogative  particle,  and  proceeds  from  the  prono- 
minal base  u  Combined,  also,  with  the  negative  particle 
TUf  iba  means  ''if  ;"'*  thus  mba  (for  ni  iba,  as  rust,  "he  is 
not,"  for  ni  id),  *'  if  not,"  where  we  must  remark  that  the 
Sanscrit  ^  it  connected  with  Uxh  as  regards  its  base, 
likewise   means  "if";  and,    indeed,   in   like   manner  only 


*  In  24end  the  t  of  ykn  is  not  produced  by  the  euphonic  influence  of  the 
y^  for  we  also  find  dim  for  dAn  (§.  343.))  <^^  drughim  for  drughgm^  from 
drugh^  "  a  demon." 

t  Compare  Demonstrative  Bases,  p.  15,  and  Graff  (1. 75),  who  assents 
to  my  opinion,  but  designates  the  pronominal  bases  as  adverbs  of  place,  or 
locative  particles. 

N  N  2 
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in  combination  with  particles  preceding  it;  so  that  nk 
{na  +  it),  "  if  not,"  is,  as  it  were,  the  prototype  of  the  Gothic 
n-iba  (see  §.  360.).  It  can  hardly  be  that  the  suffix,  also, 
does  not  contain  somewhat  of  Sanscrit.  I  conjecture  a 
connection  between  the  syllables  va  in  iva^  "  as,"  h^-a, 
**  also,"  &c.,  and  that  of  e^anif  "  so,"  or  what  almost 
amounts  to  the  same  thing  with  the  enclitic  ifT^vo/,  "as." 
And  thus  the  derivation  of  the  Gothic  adverbs  in  ba  may 
be  shewn.*  It  cannot  appear  surprising  that  the  v  is 
hardened  to  b,  for  in  Bengali  every  Sanscrit  v  is  pro- 
nounced as  6,  and  in  New  German,  also,  we  have  6 
for  V  in  the  older  dialects.  In  Lithuanian  the  t?  of 
the  Sanscrit  iva,  "  as,"  is  altered  to  p,  as  we  have  before 
seen  pa  formed  from  ^  sva  (§.  359.).  No  more  satisfactory 
derivation,  therefore,  can,  in  my  opinion,  be  given  for  pro- 
nominal adverbs  terminating  in  ipo  or  tp,  than  from  the 
^  iva  above  mentioned,  particularly  as  the  latter  is  con- 
stantly subjoined,  as  ir^  ^  tad  iva,  "  as  this."  So,  in 
Lithuanian,  taipo  or  taip,  "  so,"  i.  e.  "  as  this,"  from  the  base 
ta-^-ipo;  kaipo  or  Aaip,  "how"?  kittaipo,  kittaip,  and 
atdraipOf  ardraipf  "  else."  Another  view  of  these  impres- 
sions might  be  taken,  according  to  which  i  would  be 
allotted  to  the  principal  pronoun,  which  would  be  regarded 
as  neuter  (§,  157.);  thus  tai-po,  kai-pa,  &c.  In  this  case 
the  vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  |[if  iva  would  be  lost  in  Lithu- 
anian ;  but  I  prefer  the  former  opinion,  and  believe  that 
the  Gothic  hvaiva,   "  how "  ?    taken   as   hva-iva,  must   be 


*  Not  abay  for  the  a  belongs  to  the  adjective  base ;  hence  those  in  ti 
have,  not  v-aba  but  u-bfi;  bnt  those  in  yo,  for  the  most  part,  lay  aside 
their  final  vowel,  and  form  t-6a  for  ya-ba.  Examples :  fiSda-ba^  "  intelli- 
gent,"  from  FRODA  {mm.fr6ths);  harda-ba,  "hard,"  from  HARDU; 
andaugi-ba^  «*  evident,"  perhaps  from  the  substantive  base  ANDAUGYA 
(nominative  andaugi),  "  visage."  The  fuU  form  is  seen  in  gabaurya-ba^ 
"  willing." 
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referred  to  this  class ;  for  it  cannot  appear  remarlf  able  that 
the  termination  tw,  in  Gothic,  should  not  have  been  every- 
where hardened  to  6a,  but  that  a  trace  of  the  original 
form  should  be  still  left.  But  if  the  svd,  **  so,''  answering 
to  hvaivQf  does  not,  as  has  been  before  conjectured,  belong 
to  the  Sanscrit  reflective  base  igr  sva  (§.  341.),  I  should  then 
regard  it  as  analogous  to  hvaivd,  and  divide  it  thus,  sh-txi, 
so  that  it  would  contain  the  demonstrative  base  so,  men- 
tioned in  §.  346.,  from  which,  in  Sanscrit,  comes,  among 
other  words,  ^(^  sa-driia,  "  similar,"  literally  "  appearing 
like  this."  But  to  return  to  the  Sanscrit  yadh  "  ifi"  its 
di  is  probably  a  weakened  form  of  the  sufiix,  which  we 
have  seen  above  in  ^flr  itif  "  thus,"  and  elsewhere,  also,  in 
wfir  ati,  *'  over,"  and  altered  to  ^  dhi  in  wfll  adhU  "  to," 
"towards."  The  Prakrit  '^^jat  (§.  19.)  has  quite  dropped  the 
T  sound,  just  as  the  Lithuanian  yey :  through  both  languages 
the  Greek  el  is,  as  it  were,  prepared ;  as  to  the  connection  of 
which  with  our  relative  base  I  have  no  longer  any  doubt, 
as  all  is  regular  as  far  as  the  suppression  of  the  semi- 
vowel in  the  initial  sound ;  and  by  a  similar  suppression 
we  have  not  been  prevented  from  recognising  the  Veda 
^^  yushmSf  "  ye  "  in  the  .£olic  v/x/ic^ . 

384  The  Gothic  particle  yau,  which  in  the  signification 
"  whether  "  coincides  with  the  Sanscrit  nf^  yadi,  which  to- 
gether with  "  if"  means  also  **  whether,"  supports  the 
derivation  of  ba  from  va,  given  above ;  for  yau  is,  for  the 
most  part,  in  the  same  relation  to  yaba,  that,  in  Lithuanian, 
taip  bears  to  the  more  full  taipo.  The  form  yauy  however, 
probably  owes  its  origin  to  a  time  when,  in  more  perfect 
accordance  with  the  Sanscrit,  yaba  for  yava  was  still  used, 
whence,  after  suppressing  the  a,  yava  must  be  formed,  as 
e.g.  the  base  ihiva,  "servant,"  in  the  nominative  thius, 
accusative  thitu  But  if  yau  arose  at  a  time  when  yaba 
was  already  in  use  for  yava,  we  should  have  to  notice  the 
relation   of  the  Latin    au  {avfugio,  aufero)  to   ab.       The 


542  PRONOUNS. 

Lithuanian  has  likewise  a  particle  yau^  which  is  connected, 
in  its  base  at  least,  with  the  Gothic  :   it  signifies  "  already," 
i,€.  "at  this"  (time),  and    therefore  reminds    us  of  yam, 
which,  in  Latin,  is  the  only  remnant  of  the  pronominal  base 
under  discussion.      Perhaps  the  u  in  the  Lithuanian  form 
is  the  dissolution  of  a  nasal,  by  which  yam  and  ycta  would 
be  brought  still  closer,  and  the  latter  would  be  related  to 
the  former,  as    huwau,    "  I  was,''    to   the   Sanscrit  ^n^rn^ 
abhavam   (compare  §.  255.  g.).       With    the  Latin  Jam  and 
Lithuanian  yau  must  be  classed,  also,  the  Gothic  yu,  "  now,^" 
"  already,"   which,  in   respect  to    its  ti,  is  an  analogous 
form  to  the  nu,  "  now,'**  mentioned  above  (§.  370.),  and,  with 
than,  forms  the  combination  yuthan,  **  already."      This  fur- 
nishes a  new  proof  that  yu  is  probably  but  an  abbreviation 
of  the  Sanscrit  ij  dyuy  "  day ;"    for  if  this  were  the  case, 
it  would  follow  that  the  demonstrative,  and  thanyu  or  thayu 
would  be  used,  as  in  Latin  hodie,  and  Old  High  German 
hiiUti,  in  Sanscrit  a-dya,  in  Greek  a^fiepov.    The  Old  High 
German  ie  in  ie  zvof  whence  our  jetzo,  jetzt,  is  probably  a 
weakened   form  of  the  Gothic   yu,  and  literally  signifies 
"  to  this,"  with  a  preposition  subjoined.      It  first  occurs  in 
an    inscription   of  the  twelfth    century  (Grafi^  L  516.),  for 
which  reason  it  cannot  be  matter  of  surprise  that  the  u  is 
corrupted  to  e. 

385.  There  remain  to  be  noticed,  in  order  to  complete 
the  list  of  the  remnants  of  the  Sanscrit  relative  base,  the 
affirmative  particle  ya,  yau  (compare  §.  371,)  and  the  copu- 
lative yah,  "and,"  "also."  The  form  ya  may  be  taken  as 
neuter,  analogous  to  the  interrogative  hva,  "  what,"  and, 
like  the  latter,  it  is  indeclinable.  The  more  usual  form 
yai  may  have  sprung  from  ya,  through  the  inclination, 
which  the  a  manifests,  even  in  Sanscrit,  to  form  a  diph- 
thong with  the  addition  of  an  i  (§.  158.).  Hence  there 
arises  an  apparent  affinity  of  declension  with  the  sole  pro- 
nominal neuter  in   Lithuanian,  viz.  tau       The  copulative 
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particle  yah  is  identical  in  its  final  h  with  the  Latin  que 
and  Sanscrit  ^cha,  which  is  likewise  subjoined,  and  which 
owes  its  origin  to  the  interrogative  base  jta,  on  which 
we  will  bestow  a  closer  examination  in  the  following 
paragraphs. 

386.  The  interrogative  bases  in  Sanscrit  are  three,  ac- 
cording to  the  three  primary  vowels,  viz,  ka,  ku,  lei.  The 
two  latter  may  be  looked  upon  as  weakened  forms  of  the 
first  and  principal  one,  for  which  reason  I  shall  take  them 
in  the  order  of  the  diminution  of  the  weight  of  the  a.* 
From  n  ka  springs  the  whole  declension  of  the  masculine, 
as  also  that  of  the  neuter,  with  the  exception  of  the  singular 
nominative  and  accusative  f^n  kim.  The  neuter  ^  katf 
which  is  obsolete  as  far  as  regards  its  isolated  use,  and  on 
which  the  Latin  form  qiwd  is  founded,  is  easily  recognised 
in  the  interrogative  particle  liPoi^  kach-chitf  euphonic  for 
kat-chit :  it  also  appears  as  the  prefix  in  expressions  like 
^i^issn^  kad-adhvan^  "  a  bad  street,"  literally  "  what  a 
street!"  Other  interrogative  expressions  are  similarly 
prefixed,  in  order  to  represent  a  person  or  thing  as  bad  or 
contemptible,  as  I  have  already  previously  noticed.t  But 
since  then  my  conjecture  regarding  the  cognate  form  in 
Sanscrit  has  been  still  more  confirmed  by  the  Zend,  where 
f»M^  kai  is  actually  the  common  neuter  of  the  interrogative. 
From  the  masculine  and  neuter  base  ka  springs,  in  Sanscrit 
and  Zend,  the  feminine  base  kd,  which,  according  to  §.  137., 
appears   in    the   nominative    singular    without    inflexion. 


*  Vocab'smus,  p.  227,  Rem.  10. 

t  Kad  for  Ara/,  according  to  §.  93*. 

X  Gotting.  Auzeig.  1821,  p.  352.  Wflson,  on  the  other  hand,  follows  the 
natiye  graniinarians  in  denying  both  the  interrogative  particle  kat^chit  and 
kad-oAhvan^  and  similar  compounds  irom  kat  for  kfit^  "  bad";  and  it  ap- 
pears that  the  connection  of  the  prefixes  kat  and  ku  with  the  interrogative 
has  quite  escaped  the  Indian  grammarians. 
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None  of  the  European  cognate  languages  agrees  better 
with  the  twin  Asiatic  sisters  than  the  Lithuanian,  in  which 
the  masculine  nominative  kas  is  completely  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  i|^  leas,  over  which,  too,  it  maintains  this 
superiority  in  the  retention  of  the  original  form,  that  its  s 
remains  unalterable,  and  is  not  liable  to  suppression,  while 
the  Sanscrit  leas  is  changed  into  kah,  kd,  and  ka,  according 
to  the  quantity  of  the  initial  sound  following,  or  before  a 
pause,  and  retains  the  original  sibilant,  according  to  a 
universal  law  of  sound,  only  before  ?^  t  and  "n^  th,  and 
changes  it  before  ^  cA  ^  chh,  or  ;^  (,  ;^  th,  into  the  sibilant 
of  the  corresponding  organ.  In  the  corresponding  Zend 
form  there  is  this  remarkable  peculiarity,  that,  if  followed 
by  the  singular  of  the  pronoun  of  the  second  person,  the 
latter  combines  with  the  preceding  interrogative,  and  forms 
one  word — a  combination  which  is  of  course  only  phonetic, 
and  has  no  influence  on  the  sense.  Though  I  have  no 
doubt  this  combination  has  been  occasioned  simply  by  the 
tendency  in  several  languages  to  unite  s  and  ^,  or  th  still 
in- the  case  before  us  a  conjunctive  vowel  has  been,  in  the 
course  of  time,  introduced  in  Zend ;  and  indeed,  according 
to  the  oldest  MSS.,  an  ?,*  in  the  sense  of  §.  30.  As,  however, 
in  the  edited  codex  of  the  V.  S.,  in  two  out  of  four  passages 
in  which  9^Q)dO|^j9A)^  kasUhwanmf  "who  thee,"'  should  be 
read,  we  find  instead  kaii  thwanm ;  and  in  one  passage, 
indeed,  these  words  occur  combined,  but  still  with  a  long  ^, 
kaHthwanm ;  and,  in  the  fourth  case,  there  is  an  erroneous 
reading,  kasUhwanm  ;  I  was  therefore  formerly  of  opinion 
Gramm.  Crit.  p.  327.),  that  we  might  consider  the  ^  or  «, 
combined  with  kas^  as  analogous  to  the  Greek  demon- 
strative 7;  a  conjecture  which  must  be  withdrawn,  owing  to 
the  various  readings  since  published  by  Bumouf,  and  the 
inference  (I.  c.  p.  108)   thence    deduced.      With  the   dative 


t  Bornouf's  Yavim,  Note  R.  p.  134. 
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1^^  tif  and  with  jM»y  nd»  "  man,'"  j9A5^  kai  forms,  without 
an  auxiliary  vowel,  the  combination  ^^j9as^  kaiUy  m^s^m^ 
kaind  (Bumouf  L  c.  p.  409.). 

387.  According  to  §.  116.,  from  the  Sanscrit-Zend-Li- 
thuanian interrc^tive  base  Kd  must  come  the  Greek 
KO,  which,  retained  in  Ionic,  has  elsewhere  become  nO,  from 
the  easy  interchange  of  gutturals  and  labials.  The  declension, 
however,  of  this  RO  or  nO  is  disused  in  favour  of  that  of 
Ti^9  and  the  only  remains  of  it  are  adverbs  and  derivatives, 
as  fcore^  ^ore,  jcc^,  Korepov,  ircrrepov  (see  ^am^  katarast  "  whe- 
ther of  the  two?"),  Koaog,  irotrog,  ko7o£,  iro?of,  which  are  clear 
enough  proofs  of  the  original  existence  of  a  icps*,  107,  «co. 
These  form  the  foundation  of  those  cases  of  the  Latin 
interrogative  and  relative,  which  belong  to  the  second 
declension,  viz.  qtuxi  (=^^  kat),  qito,  and,  in  the  plural, 
guu  quorunh  quos.  The  plural  of  the  neuter  quts  differs 
from  the  conunon  declension,  according  to  which  it  should 
be  qucu  The  form  ^u^c,  however,  may  have  remained 
from  the  dual,  which  is  otherwise  lost  in  Latin,  and  may 
have  assumed  a  generally  plural  signification;  for  quts 
agrees,  as  has  been  already  remarked  (§.  234.),  exactly 
with  the  Sanscrit  dual  ^  ki.  The  Latin  feminine  is 
founded,  in  the  cases  peculiar  to  it,  on  the  Indo-Zend 
feminine  base  kd :  compare,  for  instance,  quam  with  ^ni^ 
kdnh  qudrum  with  imTTi^  kdsAm,  quds  with  m^  kds.  The 
singular  nominative  qu^e,  however,  is  remarkable,  stand- 
ing isolated  in  Latin  grammar  as  the  neuter  plural  no- 
minative just  mentioned ;  for  the  demonstrative  hie  (of 
which  hereafter),  is,  in  its  origin,  identical  with  the  pronoun 
under  discussion,  the  feminine  nominative  of  which 
should  be  qua^  which  it  actually  is  in  the  compound  o/e- 
qua,  &c.  Whence,  then,  the  forms  quce  and  h<B-c?  If 
tiiey  are  not  corruptions  of  qua^  for  which  no  reason  can 
be  assigned,  or  weakened  forms  of  the  originally  long  qua 
(§.  137.),  by  the  last  element  A^^^a-^ro)  becoming  t,  there 
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is  no  course  left  but  to  regard  the  <b  of  qace,  ha^c,  as  a 
remnant  of  the  feminine  character  ^^,  mentioned  in  §.  119. 
As,  however,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  the  masculine  and 
neuter  a  of  the  primitive  is  dropped  before  this  feminine 
if  and  from  ^  ka  might  be  formed,  in  the  feminine  base,  ki 
(compare  §.  172.),  but  not  W,  I  now  prefer,  contrary  to  my 
former  opinion,*  the  explanation  pointed  out  above — ^that 
the  long  d,  which  should  be  found  in  the  uninfiected  no- 
minative of  bases  in  d,  has  for  once  been  weakened,  as  is 
usual  in  the  vocative  of  the  corresponding  Sanscrit  class 
of  words,  in  which  ^  suti,  ( =  sutcu)  "  daughter,^'  bears 
the  same  relation  to  sutd  that  qtus  does  to  V  A:4  /  and, 
secondly,  with  the  complete  abbreviation  of  the  d,  which,  in 
Sanscrit,  is  the  case  only  in  a  small  number  of  vocatives, 
e.g.  iv«iT  amma^  "  mother,'^  from  ammA, 

388.  In  Gothic,  according  to  a  universal  law  of  permuta- 
tion, the  old  tenuis  of  the  interrogative  base  has  passed  into 
h ;  and  as  gutturals  freely  combine  with  v,  with  this  &  a  t? 
has  been  joined  as  euphonic ;  hence  HVA  from  ^  ka^  and,  in 
the  feminine,  HVO  (according  to  §•  69.)  from  '^[kA.  The  v 
has  remained  alone  in  our  tuer,  "who?"  We  have  before 
drawn  attention  to  the  masculine  nominative  hva-s,  with  re- 
spect to  its  grammatical  importance  (§.  135.),  and  have  re- 
marked that  the  feminine  nominative  hv6,  as  also  s6,  "this,"'  has 
not  admitted,  owing  to  its  being  monosyllabic,  the  shortening 
of  the  d  to  a,  which  takes  place  elsewhere  in  this  case  (§.  137.). 
In  the  neuter  hva  the  inflection  ta  is  wanting,  in  which  re- 
spect the  Old  High  German  huaz  (Old  Saxon  huai)  is  more 
perfect  In  Old  Saxon,  according  to  §.  255.  a.,  a  masculine 
and  neuter  base  ko  and  a  feminine  ka  might  be  looked  for; 
but  the  simple  declension  of  the  interrogative  does  not  occur, 
but  only  that  compounded  with  the  definitive,  originally 


*  Influence  of  the  Pronouns  in  the  Foimatlon  of  Words,  p.  3. 
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relative  pronoun  (§.  282.):   hence,  nom.  ky-i  (io-lf,  §.  255.  rf.)» 
ka-ya,  ko^e,  genitive  masculine  and  neuter  ko-ego,  feminine 
ko-eya,  &c.     The  same  principle  is  followed  in  Old  High 
German,  only  the  cases  do  not  occur  in  which  the  combina- 
tion of  the  interrogative  base  and  old  relative  base  would  be 
most  perceptible,  with  the  exception  of  the   instrumental 
huiu  (=AtDm),  our  wiet  the  simple  form  of  which  would  be 
huu  (hwu).     It  is  a  question  whether  htuu  be  really  an  in- 
strumental, and  not  from  the  Gothic  hvaiva,  **  as  **  (p.  540). 
The  feminine,  if  it  were  used,  would  be,  in  the  singular  nomi- 
native, huiuf  and,  in  the  plural,  huio  (Grimm,  796).    The  mas- 
culine singular  forms  huer,  hues,  huemu,  hu'^n  (or  htientm) ;  and 
the  case  is  the  same  here  with  regard  to  the  more  concealed 
appended  pronoun,  as  above  with  d'er,  des,  demu,  den  (§.  356.). 
The  Old  Saxon,  on  the  other  hand,  has,  in  the  masculine  nomi- 
native singular  Aut«,  clearly  the  old  relative  base,  just  as  in  the 
demonstrative  ihie,  which  latter  forms  the  truest  countertype 
of  the  Sanscrit  base  ntya  (§.353.).    The  Middle  Nether- 
landish shews,  in  the  whole  masculine  singular  of  the  inter- 
rogative, the  appended  relative  ^  ya,  the  semivowel  being 
corrupted  to  i  and  the  a  to  e ;  but  the  guttural  of  the  inter- 
rogative base  has  disappeared,  and  only  the  euphonic  affix  w 
has  remained ;   thus,  ti7-t>,  tD-ie«,  w-ien,  w-ien.     With  respect 
to  the  latter  portion  of  the  word  compare  the  Sanscrit  yas, 
yastyn,  yasm^t  yam  ;  the  Lithuanian  yis,  yo^  yam,  yih  ;  and  the 
Gothic  yi8t  yis^  yamma,  yana,  contained  in  hvar-yis  (p.  536). 
The  Old  High  German  yenir  is  also  to  be  viewed  in  the 
same  light,  the  base  of  the  old  relative  being  added,  that  is  to 
say,  to  the  Gothic  base  yaina;  and  what  has  been  said  above 
(p.  504)  of  dliiir  applies  to  the  long  i.     Perhaps,  too,  the  i  of 
the  locative  adverb  ionhf  "anywhere"  (p.  536),  which  has 
been  before  mentioned,  is  to  be  viewed  in  the  same  light,  as 
from  iona-ir.    The  feminine  of  yener  is  yemi,  with  i  suppressed 
(compare  §.  288.  Rem.  5.) ;  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  Middle 
High  German  jeniu  and,  according  to  Notker,  eniu,  and  in 
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the  masculine,  enir.  If  these  forms,  in  which  the  initial  y  is 
wanting,  are  not  abbreviated  from  yener,  yeniu,  but  genuine* 
then  they  would  belong  to  the  Sanscrit  ana,  "  this,^'  and 
Lithuanian  anas,  Sclavonic  on,  "that"  (comp.  Grafl^  I.  398). 

389.  We  turn  to  the  second  interrogative  base  men- 
tioned in  §.  386.,  viz.  "^  ku,  from  which  spring  only  the  ad- 
verbs ^  ku'tra,  **  where?"  and  ^im  ku-tas,  **  whither.^" 
perhaps,  also,  ||Jti;a,  "where?"  if  it  is  to  be  distributed 
into  ku-a,  not  into  k'*'va  ;  further  in  the  Zend  aiCs;^  kutha^ 
"how?"  which  would  lead  us  to  expect  a  Sanscrit  ^^ 
kuthd,  for  which,  however,  ^w^^  katham  is  used ;  for  ^ 
ku  is  prefixed  in  a  deteriorating,  derisive  sense,  as  in 
^iig  kutanu,  "  having  an  ugly  body,"  properly  "  having  a 
what  sort  of  body  ?"  a  title  of  Kuvera.  In  Zend  this  ku 
occurs  as  a  prefix  to  verbs,  where  it  gives  additional  emphasis 
to  the  negative  expressed  by  i^J^y  nAit,  and  signifies  "  any 
one."      Thus  we  read  in  the  beginning  of  the  Vendidad, 

ndit  kudat  sdUim  yiidhi  zi  ndit  azem  daidhyanm,  &c.,  "  no 
one  could  have  created  them  if  I  had  not  created  them." 
Under  this  class  might  be  brought  the  Latin  genitive  cu-jus 
and  the  dative  cu-i,  which  in  a  measure  belong  to  the  fourth 
declension,  as  the  obsolete  forms  quojus,  quoi,  from  the  base 
QVOssKO,  mka,  do  to  the  second.  It  is  not  requisite, 
therefore,  to  consider  the  classical  forms  cujus  and  ad  as 
corruptions  of  quo-jus,  quo^i ;  for  as  the  base  cti,  as  is  apparent 
from  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  is  in  its  origin  equally  old  with 
QVO,  from  it  may  have  proceeded  cujus,  cui,  cujas,  or  ctyaUs, 


*  This  appears  to  me  an  abbreviation  of  isavaitim^  and  presappoBes  a 
Sanscrit  Ssh^dvat  together  with  ^tdvat  (from  ita,  §.  344.).  The  initial  S 
has  been  dropped,  but  has  left  its  influence  on  the  sibilant  following : 
hence  sdifim  for  ^iditim  (§§.51.52.),  not  hditSm,  Remark  the  Zend 
)JMt^  shau^  mentioned  before,  as  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  Ma«,  tmlesB 
the  conjecture  mentioned  §.  55.  is  well  grounded. 
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which  may  liave  existed  together  with  quojus,  quoU  quojas,  as 
qtddf  from  the  base  QVI,  together  with  quod  from  QVO. 
CoQsideriDg,  however,  that,  in  Sanscrit,  the  whole  interroga- 
tive declension,  with  the  exception  only  of  Arim,  comes  from 
the  base  ifca^-on  which  the  Latin  QUO  is  founded — just  as  in 
Lithuanian  it  all  comes  from  KJ,  and  in  Gothic  from  HVA  ; 
and  that  the  rarely-occurring  base  ku  has,  in  the  European 
cognate  languages  in  particular,  left  us  traces  which  can  be 
relied  upon ; — ^under  these  considerations  I  now  prefer,  con- 
trary to  my  former  opinion,*  deriving  cujwij  cuU  from  quojus, 
quoi ;  so  that,  after  rejecting  the  o,  the  semi-vowel  preceding 
has  been  changed  into  a  vowel,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  u  frequently 
appears  as  the  abbreviation  of  the  syllable  va,  as  ukta  spoken 
for  vakta,  and  even  in  the  Latin  cutio  (conciUio)  from  quaiio. 
Quj  however,  szkv,  if  the  v  in  this  place  be  pronounced  like 
the  English  "or  German  w — and  the  Latin  like  the  Gothic 
(§•  86. 1.),  loves  the  euphonic  addition  of  a  v  after  gutturals ; 
hence  the  forms  QJ'O  and  HVA,  in  the  interrogative,  corre- 
spond in  their  difference  from  the  Sanscrit,  Zend,  and  Lithu- 
nian  KA,  and  thus  qVa,  and  the  Gothic  ahva,  '*  river,"  shew  an 
agreement  when  contrasted  with  the  Sanscrit  wi^  op,  "  water,^*" 
with  the  common  interchange  between  gutturals  and  labials. 

We  must  observe,  also,  the  relation  of  angVia  to  the  Sanscrit 
mtil9  ahi-Sf ''  snake,"  and  Greek  e^i^  If,  then,  as  I  doubt  not, 
cujwif  cujas,  cui,  spring  from  quojuSf  quojas,  quoi,  as  cum, 
*'  since,"^  from  quum,  cur  from  quare,  then  we  must  also  derive 
uUtt  vtij  ut,  ubi,  and  unde,  from  lost  forms  like  quoter,  &c.,  and 
the  latter  would  correspond  tolerably  well  with  the  Gothic 
hvathar  (§.  292.).  It  is  certain  that  uter,  and  the  other  inter- 
rogative and  relative  expressions  commencing  with  u,  have 
lost  a  preceding  guttural,  as  amo  has,  compared  with  4|i|i||fi| 
kdmaydmi,  "  I  love,"  and  nosco,  nascor,  from  gnosco,  gnascor. 
The  more  perfect  cubi,  cunde,  is  still  preserved  in  the  com- 


t  Inflaenoe  of  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  p.  3. 
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pounds  ali'cubh  oli-cunde  ;*  as  the  root  of  the  verb  substan- 
tive is  retained  more  truly  in  the  compound  participles  absen* 
and  pr<B-8€n99  than  in  the  simple  ens,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit 
satf  nominative  aan,  accusative  santam.  Under  this  head  are 
to  be  classed,  also,  unquam,  usquam,  uspiam,  usque :  the  in- 
terrogative meaning,  however,  is  removed  by  their  lost  ele- 
ment, just  as  in  quisquam,  quispiam,  and  quisque.  In  abbre- 
viating cu  (from  QVO)  to  u  all  these  forms  agree,  in  some 
measure,  with  our  German  wer,  "  who  ?  "  in  which  only  the 
element  which  has  been  added  for  the  sake  of  euphony, 
according  to  §.  86. 1.,  has  remained  of  the  consonants  which 
belonged  originally  to  the  base.  It  might,  indeed,  be  as- 
serted, that  the  u  of  uter,  and  other  interrogative  expressions 
beginning  with  u,  has  nothing  in  common  with  the  euphonic 
V  of  the  base  QVO,  but  that  it  is  the  original  aot'^ka  weak- 
ened, and  that  thus  uter  is  a  corruption  of  ^Kin?^  kataras,  by 
simply  dropping  the  k  and  changing  the  a  to  ti.  To  this  it 
may  be  objected  that  u  in  Latin  does,  indeed,  often  enough 
correspond  to  an  Indian  a,  but  Sitill  principally  only  before 
liquids  and  before  a  final  s  :  the  ^  a  of  ^Binv  kataras,  how- 
ever, it  might  be  expected,  would,  under  the  most  favourable 
circumstances,  remain  unchanged,  or,  more  probably,  be 
altered  to  6,  as  in  Korepov,  or  to  6  or  !. 

390.  The  third  interrogative  base  fti  iti  is  more  fertile 
of  derivatives  than  ^  ku,  both  in  Sanscrit  and  in  the  cog- 
nate languages.  From  it  comes  the  word  kirn,  "  what  ?  " 
(as  nominative  and  accusative)  which  has  been  frequently 
mentioned,  which  is  so  far  isolated  in  Grammar,  as  other- 
wise substantive  and  adjective  neuters  in  a  alone  make  m 
the  sign  of  the  nominative  and  accusative  singular  (§-  152.), 


*  I  do  not  think  that  these  words  can  be  distributed  thus,  alic-ubi^  cUic^ 
unde^  and  that  we  can  assume  a  compound  of  ALIQJJI  with  tf&t,  wide  ; 
but  as  a/»,  as  the  abbreviation  of  ALIO,,  is  the  first  member  of  the  com- 
pound aluquUj  so  it  is  also  that  of  alucubi  and  ali-cunde. 
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and  bases  in  i  use  the  simple  theme.  We  should  have 
looked,  therefore,  for  kif  or,  according  to  the  pronominal 
declension,  fn^  kitf  before  sonant  letters  f^  kicL  Of  the 
prior  existence  of  this  form  there  can  be  scarce  any  doubt, 
after  what  has  been  before  said  of  the  neuter  ^  it  and 
f^  chit :  it  is,  however,  confirmed  by  the  Latin  quid  and 
the  Lithuanian  kittur  elsewhere,  which  I  regard  as  a 
compound,  and  distribute  thus  kU-4ur,  with  regard  to  which 
the  gzU-tas  before  cited  (§.  357.),  may  be  again  brought  to 
notice,  which,  with  reference  to  its  lost  portion,  is  identical 
with  that  of  kiMur,  of  which  mention  has  been  before 
made  as  locative  adverb.  That,  in  Sanscrit  also,  there 
existed  a  masculine  nominative  f)s?^  kis^  as  prototype  to 
the  Latin  quis,  perhaps  with  a  more  fiill  declension,  is 
proved  by  the  compounds  mf^  mdkis  and  ''fTfc^  nakis, 
which  occur,  perhaps,  only  in  theVedas,  and  the  former 
of  which  probably  signifies  the  same  as  the  corresponding 
vSquis  (from  miquis,  §.  371.),  and  Zend  mdchis*  while  the 
latter  agrees  in  meaning  with  the  Zend  jj^j^»mj  noAchis, 
**  not  any  one,'^  "  no  one."  Grammarians,  however,  include 
both  expressions  among  the  indeclinables,  and  write  them 
mf^  rodjtir,  ^irf^  fidtir,  which  Colebrooke  renders,  together 
with  Hffiii^  mdkim  and  ^nfp^  nakim,  by  "no,"  "except,"''" 
without  signifying  that  they  are  masculine  nominatives, 
which  might  be  very  easily  understood  without  the  aid  of 
the  Zend. 

391.  Other  derivatives  from  the  interrogative  base  fl* 


«  Gmmm.Crit.  p.828. 

t  Sanscrit  Grainmar,  p.  121.  On  account  of  the  mutual  transitions  of 
final  *  and  r,  and  the  uniformity  of  the  phonetic  laws  to  which  they  are 
subject  after  vowels  other  than  o,  o,  it  might  remain  undecided  in  the  ex- 
pTeasions  given  above,  whether  *  or  r  is  the  original  final  letter.  As, 
however,  with  reference  to  makim  and  nakim^  they  are  shewn  to  be  mas- 
culine nominatives,  it  is  matter  of  astoniahment  that  mdkir  and  nakir 
could  ever  be  taken  for  the  original  forms. 
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Id  are  kidrisha,  **  similar  to  whom  ? ''  and  analogous  forms, 
of  which  more  hereafter,  and  ftm^  kiyatf  "how  much?" 
in  the  strong  cases  (§.  129.)  fvipi^  kiyant,  hence  nominative 
masculine  kiyAn,  accusative  kiyardanu  As  k  easily  passes 
into  hf  and,  in  Germanic,  the  old  tenues  are  almost  always 
changed  into  aspirates,  and  e.g.  k  to  h;  and  as  '^^  hrid  and 
hridaya,  "  heart,"  correspond  to  the  Latin  cor  and  Greek 
Kfjp  and  Kapiia ;  so,  perhaps,  also  hh  "  for,""  may  be  re- 
garded as  the  weakened  form  of  fm  ku  with  the  transition 
of  the  interrogative  signification  into  the  demonstrative, 
which  is  easily  intelligible,  and  which  occurs  also  in  the 
Greek  yap,  which,  with  regard  to  its  formation,  appears 
analogous  to  the  Gothic  hvar,  thar,  and  Sans,  kar-hi.  As  to 
the  change  of  the  tenuis  to  the  medial,  it  cannot  be  more  a 
matter  of  difficulty  than  in  Se  and  Seiva  (§§.  350.  376.).  We 
may  here  mention,  as  derivatives  from  the  interrogative,  the 
particles  Ke  (Doric  #ca),  k6v,  ye  (Doric  7a).  The  Sanscrit  hi, 
however,  occurs  in  ^r^  hyas,  "  yesterday,''  which  I  think 
may  be  distributed  into  hi  +  as,  and  considered  as  **  that 
day;"  for  words  which  signify  "yesterday,"  "to-day," 
"  to-morrow,"  as  far  as  the  elements  concealed  in  them, 
and  which  are  often  so  altered  as  to  be  quite  undistin- 
guishable,  admit  of  any  derivation  at  all,  can  be  traced 
only  to  pronouns  and  terms  denoting  "day."  The  as, 
therefore,  of  hy-cu  may  be  a  weak  remnant  of  divas,  "day," 
as  in  our  er  of  hetier — ^Middle  High  German  hiure,  from 
hiu-jdru — ^is  concealed  the  word  jahr,  "  year,"  which  is  in 
Zend  g^jC^  ydre,  a  remnant  of  which  is  to  be  found,  also, 
in  the  Latin  homus,  with  nu,  no,  derivative.  In  the  Greek 
%def,  the  d  appears  to  have  arisen  by  a  kind  of  semi-assimila- 
tion from  the  older  semi- vowel  (compare  §.  300.),  by  which 
its  etymology  is  still  more  obscured.  In  the  Latin  heri, 
from  hesi  (compare  hes-iernas,  Sanscrit  hyas-tana-s),  a  de- 
monstrative element  is  more  perceptible  than  in  %d6f,  from 
the  partial  retention  of  hie.     The  g  of  our  gestem,  "  yes- 
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terday,"'  Gothic  gistra,  is  a  consequence  of  the  regular 
transition  of  old  aspirates  into  medials,  but  otherwise  the 
giSf  to  which  the  tra  is  affixed  as  mark  of  derivation, 
resembles  the  Sanscrit  ^|?|^  hyas  tolerably  well. 

392.  From  gedem  we  proceed  to  morgen ;  but  we  must 
first  settle  the  derivation  of  a  word,  which,  in  Sanscrit,  sig- 
nifies **  all,*"  "  every,**'  and  in  which  I  recognise  an  affinity 
to  n^  »ww,  **  morrow";  I  mean  fVnVrisvo,  which,  in  Zend, 
according  to  §.  50.,  becomes  joq)^)^  vispa^  and  in  Lithu- 
anian is  changed  by  assimilation  into  wissa-s,  whence 
wissur,  "  everywhere,"  analogous  to  the  abovementioned 
kUtuTf  '*  elsewhere."  The  first  portion  of  the  Sanscrit 
flfif  vUva,  I  believe  to  be  the  preposition  vU  which  ex- 
presses "separation,"  ''dissipation,"  "diffiision,"  and,  with 
the  aid  of  a  pronoun,  may  be  well  adapted  to  express  the 
idea  "  all."  There  remains  iff  sv(h  as  a  pronoun,  in  which 
it  may  be  observed,  that  1^  «  is  of  guttural  origin,  and 
represented,  in  the  classical  languages,  by  k,  c  (§.  21.) ;  so 
that  ^mxi  appears  to  be  related  to  the  interrogative  base, 
with  a  euphonic  v,  as  in  the  Gothic  HFld,  and  Latin 
QVO.  Observe  further,  that,  in  Lithuanian,  ka-St  com- 
bined with  the  appended  particle  gU  which  is  probably  a 
softened  hi,  signifies  both  "who  then?"  and  "every." 
And  without  gi,  kasdUn,  means  "all  days,"  and  diin- 
isskay,  with  the  interrogative  appended,  signifies  the 
same.  But  to  return  to  the  Sanscrit  f^  vi-svch  "  all,"  I 
consider  its  latter  portion  as  derived  from  "^R!^  svas, 
"  morrow,"  with  which  the  Latin  eras  is  connected  (§.  20.). 
We  should,  however,  probably  distribute  thus  a-^as,  so 
that  the  pronominal  base  is  represented  only  by  its  conso- 
nant, as  in  the  Sclavonic  k-to,  ''quis?'"'*  (§.  297.).  The  syl- 
lable TO  vas,  however,  we  refer  to  ftf^  divas,  an  appella^ 


*  Gistra-dagi9  oocnra  Matt.  vi.  30.  in  the  sense  of  "  morrow." 

o  o 
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tion  of  "  day,"  which  would  therefore  be  less  altered  by- 
one  letter  than  in  ir^  hy-asf  "  yesterday^  and  agrees  with 
the  Latin  ves  in  ves-per  (§.  375.)- 

393.  We  return  to  the  interrogative  base  fm  kU  which 
has  led  us  to  its  corruption  f^  hit  and  thence  to  the  deri- 
vation of  UT^  hy-as,  "  yesterday/'  and  i^^  svas,  "  morrow." 
In  Zend  I  have  hitherto  found  the  base  j^  ki,  unchanged 
only  in  the   neuter   plural   nominative,    as^^^  ky-a  (from 
ki'o)  (§.  233.) ;   with    which   may  be   compared   the   Latin 
qui-a,  which   Max.  Schmidt  (De  Pron.  p.  34)  has  rightly 
taken   as   the  plural   neuter.      The    Sanscrit    and    2jend, 
therefore,  mutually  complete  the  declension  of  the  inter- 
rogative, so  that   the   former  admits  the  base  ki  only  in 
the  nominative  and  accusative  singular;   the  latter  in  the 
plural;   while  in  Latin  the  corresponding  QFI  enters  more 
largely  into  the  declension ;    so  that  quis  and  quern  have 
quite  dislodged  the  quia  and  quum,  which  might  have  been 
expected  from  the  base  QF'Of  or,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
latter  word,  have  restricted  it  to  its  use  as  a  conjunction. 
And  in  the  dative  plural,  quUms  has  abolished  the  use  of 
quis,  queist   which    spring    from   QFO.       In    the  ablative 
singular,  however,  qui,  from  QFT,  has  been  superseded  by 
quOf  from  QFOf  or  its  use  has  been  much  diminished  by 
it ;  just  as,  in  the  plural,  the  obsolete  quea  is  supplied  by 
qui  and  quos.      I  have  elsewhere  noticed,  that  four  declen- 
sions (the  first  in  the  feminine),  enter  into  the  declension 
of  the   Latin    relative  interrogative    and   At-c,   which    is 
identical  with  it  in  origin.         The  use   of  the   fourth    is, 
however,  only  specious,  as  cu-i  above  has  been  shewn  to 
be   a  contraction    of  quoi,    which   belongs  to  the  second 
declension,  and,  with  respect  to  the  more  true  retention  of 


♦  Influence  of  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  pp.  3, 4.  Max. 
Schmidt  (De  Pron.  Gr.  et  Lat.  p.  33)  has  discussed  this  subject  almost 
simultaneously  with  myself,  and  viewing  it  in  the  same  light. 
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the  case-termination»  agrees  with  other  obsolete  forms,  as 
popoloi  Bomanm  (§.  200.). 

394.  That  hie  is  identical  in  origin  with  quia,  qui,  is 
shewn  by  its  sharing  in  the  peculiarities  and  mixed 
declension  of  the  latter, — ^peculiarities  which  belong  exclu- 
sively to  hi-c  and  quU  quia,  viz.  the  feminine  h€B-c,  and  the 
plural  neuter  of  the  same  sound.  The  rteson  of  the  non- 
existence of  ha-c,  together  with  the  form  given  above,  as 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  analogy  of  aiiqua, 
nqua,  &c.,  is  that  Iubc  does  not  occur  at  the  end  of  com- 
pounds ;  for  it  seems  not  to  admit  of  any  doubt  that  qu€B 
is  reduced  to  qua,  on  account  of  the  increased  weight  of 
the  compound,  which  has  occasioned  the  lightening  of  its 
latter  part.  Though  si  quis,  ne  qms,  may  be  written  sepa- 
rately, and  a  word  may  sometimes  be  interposed  between 
them ;  still,  where  they  occur  together,  they  really  belong 
to  one  another,  and  form  a  compound,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  the 
corresponding  mf^il^^  mdkis,  vlf^  ruikis,  and,  in  Zend, 
jui5JfiAs(  mdchis,  j>ioj^»Mf  naichis.  Contrary  to  the  con- 
jecture expressed  at  §.  387.,  I  now  prefer  regarding  the 
neuter-plural  forms  qu<e  and  Ad^-c,  not  as  remains  of  a 
dual,  and  thus  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  iii  ki,  but  as 
exhibiting  in  their  <e  a  weakening  of  the  older  d,  which 
originally  belongs  to  the  nominative  and  accusative  plural  of 
the  neuter  of  bases  in  o  (from  a)  ;  but  which  in  Zend,  ac- 
cording to  §.  231.,  is  retained  only  in  monosyllabic  themes, 
just  as,  in  the  nominative  singular  feminine,  its  being  mono- 
syllabic is  the  cause  of  the  retention  of  the  original  length 
of  a  (§•  137.).  This  principle  is  observed  in  Grothic  in 
both  places ;  thus  sd  (from  sd),  hisc,  hvS,  quoi  ?  and,  in  the 
neuter  plural,  in  which  the  interrogative  cannot  be  cited, 
ih6*  This  thd,  then,  being  the  only  monosyllabic  form  of 
its  kind,  and  remarkable  for  its  6  (^d),  for  a,  as  has  been 
noticed  by  Grimm  (I.  790.),  coincides  with  the  Latin  qu^ 

and  tuB'C,  which,  both  in  the  singular  nominative  feminine 

o  o  2 
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and  neuter  plural,  are  the  only  monosyllabic  forms  of 
their  kind ;  and  as,  for  this  reason,  they  are  qualified  to 
retain  the  long  a,  that  letter  is  not  only  entirely  shortened, 
but  changed  to  <b  (=a  +  t),  and  afterwards,  in  compounds, 
reduced  to  short  a,  which  is  more  suitable  to  polysyllabic 
forms :  thus  we  have  aliqm,  both  in  the  feminine  and  in 
the  neuter  plurai. 

395.  Hi-c  resembles  the  Sanscrit  f^  hi  before  men- 
tioned in  the  irregular  change  of  the  old  tenuis  to  the 
aspirate.  This  change,  however,  is  not  admitted  in  ci^s  and 
ci'trch  which  is  likewise  demonstrative,  and  akin  to  ftsW/* 
and,  in  hicy  may  be  promoted  or  occasioned  by  the  reces- 
sion of  c,  in  order  that  like  initial  and  final  sounds  mav 
be  avoided  ;  as  in  Sanscrit,  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
gutturals,  these,  in  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  are  weak- 
ened to  palatals  ;  hence  ^^iii.  chakdrch  *'  he  made,"  for  ka- 
kdra ;  and,  according  to  the  same  principle,  though  ano- 
malous, iffij^aAi,  "  kill  ye,"  for  hahi,  from  the  root  ^  kan. 
Thus,  in  Latin,  hie,  h^ec,  hoc,  for  the  less  euphonious  ci<:, 
ccec,  coc.  The  final  c  is,  I  doubt  not,  an  abbreviation  of 
ce,  which  is  again  combined  with  itself  in  hicce ;  but  (x,  as 
also  pe  in  quip-pe  (from  quid-pe),  is  only  another  form  of 
que,  by  abandoning  the  euphonic  affix  F'.  As,  then,  que,  pe, 
quam  and  piajn,  which  are  all  originally  interrogative,  when 
they  are  attached  to  an  interrogative  destroy  its  inter- 
rogative meaning,  and  give  a  difierent  sense  to  the  pronoun ; 
so  also  the  c  of  hie  makes  a  similar  change  in  it,  and 
should  therefore  accompany  this  pronoun  through  all  its 
cases,  as  it  perhaps  originally  did.  In  the  neuter  hoc  the 
case-sign   makes   way   for   the   c,  as  hodc  would  be  pro- 


*  Ci-tra  is  analogous  with  uLtra,  from  ilk^  oUe^  suppressiDg  le,  and  ci~4 
with  u/<^,  the  9  of  which  may  be  connected  with  the  Greek  locative  suffix 
Oi  (TTo-di,  &c.),  to  which  it  bears  the  same  relation  that  d(^c  does  to  d^^du 
Remark,  that  final !  is  suppressed  in  Latin  almost  universally. 
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nounoed  ^dth  difficulty.    The  interrogative  meaning  is  simi- 
larly destroyed  by  the  enclitic  uh  in  Grothic,  which  is  also 
identical  in  its  origin  with  the  c  of  hie  or  the  que  of  quis- 
que*      And  hvaruh  (euphonic  for  hvasuK  §•  86.  5.)  actually 
signifies  '*quisqu€^\'  and  after  verbs  uh  means  "and,"  e.g. 
gaggvth  quUhiduh,  '*  ite  diciteque  "  (Marc.  xvi.  7.) ;  jah  bigitun 
ina  quithunuhj  *'  et  invenerunt  eum  dixeruntque  (Joh.  vi.  25.). 
In  yah,  "  and/'  therefore  (§.  385.),  the  copulative  force  may 
lie  principally  in  the  uh,  which  is  abbreviated  to  h,  and  to 
which  the  preceding  relative  base  serves  only  as  the  fulcrum; 
as,  in  Sanscrit,  the  particle  "fdvd, "  or ''  (comp.  Latin  ve),  which 
is   generally  subjoined,  is  attached,  when  prefixed,  to  vif^ 
ycuiu  "if,"  or  w^alha,  "then,"  which  then  lose  their  signi- 
fication, like  the  Latin  si  in  sive.      As  to  the  abbreviation, 
however,  of  uh  to  h,  this  regularly  occurs  in  monosyllabic 
words  terminating  in  a  vowel ;   hence  hvd-h,  "  quteque,^''  is 
the  formal  countertype  of  hts-c,  just  as  sva-h,  "  so,*'  from 
si-c,  and   ni-h  ("  and  not,"  nih^nzh,  "  nor  not "),  from  nee. 
Nauh,  "  yet,"  and  thauh,  "  but,"  form   an    exception,  inas- 
much as  they  ought  to  be  divided  na-uh,  tha-^h,  not  ncm-h, 
thau-h.    It  is  clear,  however,  that,  in  Gothic,  in  these  ex- 
pressions the  composition  with  uh  has  been  lost  sight  of: 
they  are  obscurely  transmitted  from  an  ancient  period  of  the 
language,  and  the  separate  elements  of  composition  are  no 
longer  perceived  in  them.      But  regarded  from  the  Gothic 
point  of  view,  how  is  uA  to  be  derived.^      I  agree  with 
Grimm  in  considering   it  as  hu  transposed,  and  connected 
with  hun,  which  is  likewise  enclitic  (III.  33.),  and  occurs 
almost  only  in  negative  sentences  ;  so  that  ni  ainshun  and 
ni   hfxishun   signify  "not  any  one   whatever."    Sun,  like 
the  Latin  quam,  may  be  an  accusative,  but  of  the  mascu- 
line gender,  as  feminines  in  Gothic  have  generally  lost  the 


*  Compare  Grimm  III.  23,  where  uh  and  the  Latin  que  (=fre)  are  for 
the  fint  time  shewn  to  be  identical. 
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accusative  sign.      But  if  hurt  be  the  accusative  masculine 
it  has   lost  the   final  a,  which  is  added  in  Gothic  to  the 
original  final  nasal  (§.  149.) ;  in  this  respect  it  agrees  with 
the  adverbial  pronominal  accusatives  thaiu  "  then,"  &c.,  and 
hvan,  "  when  ?"  "  how  ?"    Perhaps,  however,  hun  is  only  a 
contraction  of  the  latter,  by  suppressing  the  a,  and  changing 
the   V  into  a  vowel,  just  like  the  Latin  cigus,  cui,  from 
qF^ofus,  qVoi  (§•  389.),  and    like   cum  from  qVum.      But  in 
the  Grothic  there  was  greater  ground  for  this  abbreviation, 
as  hun  occurs  only  in  composition,  and  must  not  therefore 
be  too  broad.      The  same  applies  to  uh  as  the  transposition 
of  huj  inasmuch  as   this   is  actually  a  contraction  of  the 
base  BVA*      The  possibility,  however,  of  a  different  deri- 
vation of  uh  and  hun  will  be  shewn  subsequently  (§.  398.) 

396.  To   the   Sanscrit-Zend  interrogative  base  ku  and 
the   Latin  QVL  HL  and  CJ,    corresponds  the  Gothic  de- 
monstrative base  J37;  of  which,  however,  as  of  the  Latin 
CL  from  which  it  is  only  distinguished  by  the  legitimate 
transposition  of  sounds,  but  few  derivatives  remain,  viz. 
the  dative  himma*  and  the  accusative  hina,  as  also  the  ad- 
verbial neuter  accusative  hita^  which  are  used  only  with 
reference  to  time ;    himma  and  hUa  in  the  sense  of  "  now,'** 
and  himmadaga,  "on  this  day,"  ** to-day,"    hinadag,  "this 
day."      The  adverb  hi-dri,  "  hither,"  is  also  a  derivative 
from  HI;   and  hdr,  "here,"  is  likewise  irregularly  con- 
nected with  it,  which,  with  respect  to  its  r,  is  analogous  to 
the  thar  and  hvar  mentioned  at  §.  381.      The  regular  and 
undoubted  derivative  of  the  base  HI,  viz.  Mr,  occurs  in 
the   compound  hir-jan," to   descend";  in   which,  however, 
the  pronominal  expression  has  an  accusative  meaning,  sig- 
nifying direction  to  a  place.      On  the  Gothic  accusative 
hina  is  based  our  hin,  properly  "  to  this  or  that  (place)," 
which  supplies  the  place  of  a  preposition  in  compounds  like 
hingeheny  "  adireJ'''     Instead  of  the  Gothic  dative  in  himma- 
daga,   the  Old  High  German   uses  the  instrumental   hiut 
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contained  in  hiutu,  our  heute,  "to-day'" — according  to 
Grimm^s  very  satisfactory  derivation,  an  abbre\'iated  form 
of  hiutagu — and  which  is  found  also  in  the  Middle  High 
German  hiure,  our  heueVf  "this  year,"'  which  presupposes 
an  Old  High  German  hiun^  and  is  evidently  an  abbrevia- 
tion of  hiu-jdru  ;  for  the  Latin  homus  cannot  be  considered 
as  the  root,  but  must  itself  be  compounded  of  a  demon- 
strative and  an  appellation  of  "  year,""  the  age  of  which  is 
shewn  by  the  Zend  (compare  §•  391.).  In  Old  High  Ger- 
man, in  combination  with  fwM,  "  night,'"  we  find  the  form 
htnaht.  Middle  High  German  hinakt,  and  hinte,  our  heurd,  for 
fteint.  I  agree  with  Grimm  in  considering  hi  as  an  ab- 
breviation of  hittf  which  must  be  supposed  as  the  accusa- 
tive feminine;  so  that  the  suppression  of  the  a  is  com- 
pensated by  lengthening  the  z,  which  is  short  of  itself. 
The  base  HI,  therefore,  is  lengthened  in  the  feminine  in 
the  same  manner  as,  in  Gothic,  the  base  i  (§.  36a),  the  femi- 
nine accusative  of  which,  iya  (euphonic  for  ia),  coincides 
with  the  presupposed  Old  High  Grerman  hia,  the  nomina- 
tive of  which  vras  probably  hiu,  in  analogy  with  siu,  accu- 
sative sia  (§.  354.).  This  opinion  is  supported  by  the 
Anglo-Saxon  and  Old  Frisian,  which  express  "he"  by 
this  pronoun,  but,  in  the  feminine,  lengthen  the  base  hi  by 
the  unorganic  affix  mentioned;  thus,  Old  Frisian,  hiu,  "^o," 
hm,  "earn"'';  and  for  the  former,  in  Anglo-Saxon,  heo,  and 
in  the  accusative  Ai,  abbreviated  from  hia.  As,  then,  as 
appears  from  what  has  been  said,  the  base  HI  refers  prin- 
cipally to  appellations  of  time,  it  may  be  observed  that  the 
Sanscrit  had  already  famished  the  example  for  this  by  its 
^Rf  hyaSf  "  yesterday,"  from  hi  +  as. 

397.  The  Latin  ni-hil  is  also  to  be  mentioned  here,  the  / 
of  which  springs  perhaps  from  the  frequent  corruption  of  d 
to  &  a  weakening  which  takes  place  in  compounds  espe- 
cially, to  prevent  the  whole  word  from  becoming  too  pon- 
derous.     In  this  respect  we  may  adduce  the  instance  of 
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the  number  ten  (^^  daian,  Seica),  the  d  of  which  becomes  r 
in  Hindustani  and  Bengali,  in  the  compound  numerals  eleven, 
twelve,  &c.  (p.  442),  and  /  in  Grermanic  and  Lithuanian.     If, 
then,  nihU  is  a  corruption  of  nihid^  it  then  literally  means 
**  not  something '' ;   and  may  thus  be  compared  with  the 
Zend  j^3j^joAsy  naSchis,  **  none,''  ''  not  any  one,''  mentioned 
at  §.  390.,  the  neuter  of  which,  which  I  am  unable  to  cite, 
can  scarce  be  any  thing  but  Mj^xiAsy  naSchit.      From  t^ilt 
as  in  its  change  to  I  the  inflexion  is  no  longer  perceived 
to  be  the  case-sign,  might  easily  come  the  lengthened  form 
nihilum,  and  htluTTh  after  removing  the  negation,  and  length- 
ening the  vowel.      The  Sanscrit  intensitive  particle  f^v^ 
kila  must  also  be    mentioned,    which  has  also   probably 
proceeded    from   the   pronominal    base  f9kkL      And  from 
this  quarter  must  be  further  adduced  f^ir^^  khila-s,  "  va- 
cuum,''^  the  negative  of  which,  wf)9^  akhUa,  signifies  "  all," 
"  whole,"  literally  "  having  nothing   empty  ";  whence,    by 
assimilation,  may  have  arisen  our  "  all,"  Gothic  aJh,  theme 
ALLA^  since  it  has  not  been  formed  by  a  reverse  assimi- 
lation from  ALTAi  "alius.''''      With   regard  to  the  Latin 
omnis,  the  conjecture  has  been  already  elsewhere  expressed, 
that  its  0  is  a  particular  modification  of  the  negative  a,  and 
mnis  may  be  an  abbreviation  of  minus;  so  that  (hmms  would 
properly  mean  "  having  no  miniw,"  and  would  be  based  on 
the  same  ideal  process  as  the  Indian  wf)QF9  akhila. 

398.  The  reason  that  the  Sanscrit  ifTf^  mdkis,  ^fff^B^ 
nakis,  mentioned  at  §.  390.,  are,  in  Zend,  corrupted  to 
MiJ^Mij  mdchis,  .H)j^xiA5y  naSchis,  may  be  this,  that  cA,  as 
softer  and  weaker  than  k,  is  more  suitable  in  forms  en- 
cumbered by  composition.  The  same  explanation  may  be 
applied  to  the  Sanscrit  appended  particle  chit  (for  kit^ 
§.  390.),  the  use  of  which,  in  Zend,  is  more  extensive,  and 
is  there  combined,  amongst  other  words,  with  a>^^a»^ 
kalarof  ^'vterr  whence,  in  the  nominative  masculine, 
iMj^j^As^^A)^  kataraschit  (V.  S.  p.  40.)   which,    when    con- 
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trasted  with  the  Latin  uterque  for  cuterque,  and  the  Gothic 
hvataruh,    is    clearly  seen    to    be    cognate  in  form,  as  in 
meaning.      In    Sanscrit,  also,   ffl^  chit  removes  from  the 
interrogative  expression  preceding  it  its  interrogative  force, 
and  forms  kagchii, "  any  one,"  "  one,"  from  ^  ka-s,  "  who?" 
and  similarly  in  the  other  genders ;  and  so  kaddchit,  "  at 
any   time,"   kaihanchit,   "  in   any   manner,"   kvdchit,  "  any 
where,"  from  kadd,  "when?"  kathnm,  "how?"  and  kvat 
"where?"      And  as  the  base  chi  has  proceeded  from  ibf, 
in   the   same    manner   the   enclitic  w  choj  which  signifies 
"  and,"  "  but,"  and  "  for,"  springs  from  the  principal  base 
ka*  which   therefore  appears  more   corrupted  in  cAo,  than 
the  Latin  QVO  in  the  enclitic  que.      The  Sanscrit  ^  cha 
is  further  combined  with  na^  and  forms  ^tf  chana,  which 
is   likewise  enclitic,  and  occurs  principally,  if  not  solely,  in 
negative  sentences  like  the  Gothic  hurt  mentioned  above : 
na   kaichana  signifies  "  nuRus,^''  na  kaddchana,  "  nunquam^^^ 
and   na  kaihanchanoy  "  naUo  modo.^''      Hence  the    appended 
na  may  be  regarded  both  as  the  negation,  and  as  increasing 
the  indefiniteness  of  the  expression.     But  by  this  ^nr  chana 
a   derivation   may   be   given  to  the  Gothic  hun^  difierent 
from   that  furnished  above  (p.  558).      It  is  certain  that  if 
the   u  of  hun  is  not  the   vocalised  v  of  hvas,  it  can  only 
have   proceeded   from  an  older  a,  whether  from  the  influ- 
ence of  the  liquid  (§.  66.),  or  from  the  weight  of  the  vowel 
of  the  appended  particle  being  lessened  on  account  of  the 
coaiposition.      But  if  hun   be   identical   with  chana  from 
kafWf  1  should  also  prefer  regarding  the  u  of  the  appended 
particle  uh  (p.  557),  not  as  the  solution  of  an  older  t?,  but  as 
the    weakened   form  of  a  prior  a;  and  thus  vh  fr^m  hu 
might  be  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  cha  from  ka. 

399.  As  expressions,  which  occur  chiefly  in  negative  sen- 
tences, readily  adopt,  as  it  were,  a  negative  nature,  so  that,  even 
when  the  true  element  of  negation  is  omitted,  they  obtain  an 
independent  negative  force,  as  e.g.  the  French  rien  by  itself 
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signifies  "  nothing,"  and  the  Old  High  German  nih-eiih  **  n«/- 
lus^  has,  in  our  kein,  lost  precisely  that  which  is  the  element 
of  negation ;  so  we  may  suppose  that,  in  the  Old  Northern 
expressions  with  the  enclitic  Id  or  gi  (Grimm  III.  33),  a  particle 
of  negation  originally  existed.  In  the  present  state  of  the 
language,  however,  the  said  particle  is  of  itself  negative; 
e. g.  eingi,  ** nullus"  einskis,  "  ntUlius"  mangi,  " nemo'*  manukis^ 
**  twminw,"  vaetki,  "  nihil,'*  I  consider  this  particle  to  be  a 
derivative  of  the  old  and  widely-difiused  interrogative  base 
kit  which,  by  its  being  always  subjoined  to  some  other  word, 
has  been  protected  from  the  usual  alteration  of  sound;  so  that, 
in  the  sense  of  §.  99«,  the  old  tenuis  has  been  left  unchanged 
after  s,  but  the  medial  has  been  introduced  after  vowels 
and  r. 

400.  With  regard  to  what  has  been  observed  of  the  Old 
Sclavonic,  §.  388.,  that  its  interrogative  base  ko  occurs  only 
in  combination  with  the  definite  and  originally  relative  pro- 
noun, it  must,  however,  be  understood  that  KO,  after  the  o  is 
dropped,  is  combined  also  with  the  demonstrative  base  TO, 
since  kto  signifies  "  quis,**  though  to  by  itself  is  only  neuter ; 
and  in  the  masculine  nominative  and  accusative,  as  in  all 
bases  in  o,  this  vowel  is  suppressed.  In  the  oblique  cases* 
kto  abandons  the  demonstrative  element,  and  appears  as  the 
simple  base  KO.  Compare  the  genitive  ko-go  and  dative 
ko-mH  with  the  Sanscrit  ka-sya  (§.269.),  ka-smAt.  The  in- 
strumental kym  follows  the  declension  of  the  definite  adjec- 
tive (§.  284.),  and  is,  therefore,  not  simple.  The  neuter  is 
attached  to  the  Sanscrit-Zend  softened  interrogative  base  chif 
and  is,  in  the  nominative,  chto,  with  the  vowel  of  the  base 
suppressed,  as  in  the  masculine  kto.  The  oblique  cases  like- 
wise drop  the  demonstrative  element :  the  genitive  is  che^o 


*  With  the  exception  of  the  accusative,  which  is  the  same  as  the  nomi- 
native. This  pronoun  does  not  appear  to  be  used  in  the  plural,  and  the 
feminine,  also,  is  wanting.    Compare  Kopitar's  Glagolita,  p.  69. 
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and  che-so,*  dative  che-mC^  locative  chefn,  instrumental 
chirfiu  These  forms  may  be  explained  in  two  ways  :  either 
the  e  of  che^Of  &c.,  is  a  corruption  of  the  i  of  the  Sanscrit- 
Zend  base  chit  as  the  bases  go8U  and  kosti  (§.  280.)  form,  in 
the  dative  and  locative  plural,  goste-m,  gosfe-kh,  koste-m, 
hoste-kh  ;  or  the  original  base  chi  has  assumed,  in  Sclavonic,  a 
second  unorganic  affix,  and  been  lengthened  to  CHYO  (com- 
pare §.  259.)>  from  which,  according  to  §.  255.  n.,  must  be 
formed  chye  or  chcj  and  then,  by  rejecting  the  final  vowel, 
chit  as,  §.  282.,  we  have  seen  the  base  yo  in  several  cases  con- 
tracted to  u  Compare,  also,  §.  280.,  the  declension  of  the 
bases  KNYAZYO  and  MORYO. 

401.  There  remains  to  be  mentioned  the  Greek  interroga- 
tive TfV,  rlvo^,  and  the  indefinite  nV,  nvo^.  The  origin  of 
both  is,  I  have  no  doubt,  similar,  and  they  are  derived  from 
the  bases  Id  and  chh  which,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  have  not 
only  an  interrogative  signification,  but,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, an  indefinite  one  also.  In  Greek  the  old  theme 
in  I  has  been  lengthened  by  the  affix  of  a  i/ ;  but  in  regard  to 
its  T,  TIN  has  the  same  relation  to  chi  and  to  the  Latin  QVI 
that  TeaaoLp€£  has  to  ^n9R?i|^  chatvdras  and  qitatuor,  and  that 
irei'TE  has  to  ^^pancha  and  quinQFE.  Still  I  am  not  of 
opinion  that  the  Greek  r  in  these  forms  has  arisen  from  the 
ch  of  the  cognate  Asiatic  languages,  but  that  it  has  sprung 
directly  from  the  original  A:,  from  which,  at  the  time  of  the 
unity  of  language,  ch  had  not  as  yet  been  developed,  as  this 
letter  has,  in  the  classical  languages  also,  no  existence,  but  was 
first  formed  in  Italian  from  the  Latin  c  (always  =  k)  before  e 
and  f.  But  if  k  has  been  frequently  changed  into  the  labial 
tenuis,   and  thus   nO   has  been  formed  from   KO,  irifiire 


*  This  form,  which  formerly  escaped  me,  is  important,  as  testifying 
that  the  g  of  the  common  pronominal  termmation  go  has  sprung  from  the 
#,  and  not  from  the  semi-vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  termination  sya  (see 
§.269.). 
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from  the  to-be-supposed  ireyKc,  we  may  also  see  no  diffi- 
culty in  its  occasional  transition  into  the  lingual  tenuis, 
particularly  as  t  is  the  primary  element  of  the  Indian  ch. 
But  if  Tis  comes  from  Ktg,  and  is  akin  to  the  Latin  quis  and 
Sanscrit  ki-s  and  chi-U  then  perhaps,  also,  the  particle  re  is 
connected  with  qtie  and  the  corresponding  ^  cha  (§.  398.),  and 
has  therefore  sprung  fi*om  ice,  and  is  alien  to  the  base  of  the 
article,  which  would  be  at  variance  with  my  former  conjec- 
ture.* 

402.  Here  may  be  mentioned,  also,  the  Old  Sclavonic  en- 
clitic particle  she  (^i),  which  signifies  "  but,"  and  has   the 
effect  of  restoring  to  the  pronoun  t,  "  he,"'  its  original  rela- 
tive signification  (§.  282.),  for  i-she  signifies  "  which."     On 
the  other  hand,  when  combined  with  interrogatives,  it  re- 
moves,  like   the  Latin  que,  their  interrogative   meaning; 
hence,  ni  chesoshe,  "  nihil,^  "  not  of  any  thing.'^t     I  consider 
this  particle  as  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  ^cha,  "and,"  "but,'* 
"  for,"  and  with  the  Latin  que,  and  therefore  as  a  derivative 
from  the  interrogative  base,  the  tenuis  of  which  appears  in 
this  particle,  as  in  the  Greek  7e  and  yap  (§.  d9L),  to  have 
descended  to  a  medial.     G  in  Sclavonic,  however,  is  regularly 
changed,  in  several  parts  of  grammar,  into  sh;   as  in  the 
vocative  singular,  where,  in  bases  in  o,  this  vowel  is  weak- 
ened, as  in  Greek,  to  e  (e)  ;  but  by  the  influence  of  this  e  the 
g  preceding  becomes  sh,  hence,  boshe,  "  God,"  from  the  base 
BOGO,  nominative  bog^  whence,  also,  boshii,  "godlike."     I 
intentionally  select  this  word  as  an  example,  since  it  is  im- 
portant to  me  to  be  able  to  compare  it  with  an  Indian  appel- 
lation of  the  highest  divinities :  I  think,  that  is  to  say,  that 
the  Sclavonic   base  BOGO  is  identical   with  the  Sanscrit 
wmj{^  bhagavat,  **  the  exalted,   worthy  of  veneration,"  lite- 


*  Inflaence  of  Prononns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  p.  6. 

t  Kopitar  8  Glossary,  p.  86.    Regarding  cheao  see  above,  p.  663. 


PRONOUNS.  565 

rally  "gifted  with  happiness,  power,  splendour."  This 
hhagavatf  nominative  bhagavdn,  occurs  principally  as  an 
appellation  of  Vishnu,  e.g.  in  the  episode  of  Sunda  and 
Upasunda  (III.  23),  and  in  the  title  of  an  episode  of  the 
Mahahharata,  Bhagavad-Gitd,  i  e.  "  Song  of  the  exalted," 
because  it  refers  to  Krishna,  an  incarnation  of  Vishnu. 
Referring  to  Brahma  and  Vishnu,  bhagavat  is  only  used  ad- 
jectively ;  thus  Sunda  and  Upasunda  III.  24,  and  IV.  23  :  it 
oomes  from  bhagoy  with  the  suflSx  vat,  in  the  strong  cases 
vofd ;  but  bhaga  comes  from  the  root  bhxijf  **  to  venerate." 
The  Sclavonic  base  BOGO  has  dropped  the  derivative  suffix 
of  the  Sanscrit  bhagavat ;  but  this  appears  in  an  abbreviated 
form,  and  with  an  unot^anic  affix  in  bogat  (theme  bogato), 
'*  rich,'*''  which  might  be  the  meaning  of  HT^  bhagavat,  as 
"gifted  with  fortune." 

403.  The  same  relation  that,  in  an  etymological  respect, 
the  Sclavonic  sh  has  to  g,  ch  has  to  k,  and  springs  from 
the  latter  according  to  the  same  rule  by  which  g  becomes  sh, 
viz.  before  e ;  hence,  tekii,  "  I  run,*'  in  the  second  and  third 
persons  forms  techeshU  techet,  on  the  same  principle  by  which 
mosheshi  and  moshet  come  from  mogH,  "  I  can."  Although, 
then,  above  at  §.  400.,  we  have  seen  the  Sanscrit-Zend  inter- 
rogative chi  in  the  same  form  in  Sclavonic,  or  in  that  of  che 
— che-go,  "of  whom?"  chim,  "by  which?''  chto,  "what?"  for 
che-to  or  chi-to — it  is  not  requisite  to  assume  that  these 
forms  brought  the  sound  ch  with  them  from  the  East,  because 
there  exists  an  interrogative  chi  there  also ;  but  in  the  Scla- 
vonic and  its  Asiatic  cognate  idioms  the  weakened  ch  might 
have  arisen  independently  from  the  old  guttural,  which,  per^ 
haps,  alone  existed  at  the  time  of  their  identity ;  and  in  the 
Sclavonic,  according  to  a  phonetic  law  which  has  been  given, 
an  interrogative  form  che  would  have  proceeeded  from  ki  or 
kya,  though  in  Sanscrit  and  2^nd  a  base  chi  never  existed. 
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DERIVATIVE  PRONOMINAL  ADJECTIVES. 

404.  By  the  suffix  ka  are  formed,  in  Sanscrit,  mAmaka^ 
"  meus,^"  and  t&vaka,  " tmiSy''  from  the  genitives  of  the 
personal  pronouns,  mamOi  tava^  with  the  vowel  of  the  first 
syllable  lengthened.  To  these  the  Veda  plural  possessives 
are  analogous;  dsmdka,  *' oxiv^  yushm&ka  "  your,^'  from 
which  we  have  seen  the  plural  genitives  of  the  personal 
pronouns  asmAkamt  yushmAkam,  formed.  Perhaps,  as  Rosen 
conjectured,*  these  forms  spring  from  the  personal  abla- 
tives (umat,  yushmat,  so  that  the  suppression  of  the  t  is 
made  up  by  lengthening  the  preceding  vowel.  It  most 
here  be  observed,  that,  as  has  been  already  repeatedly 
remarked,  the  t  of  the  nominative  and  accusative  singular 
neuter  of  pronouns  of  the  third  person,  as  also  that  of  the 
ablative  singular  and  plural  of  pronouns  of  the  first  and 
second  persons,  is  so  far  used  as  a  theme  by  the  language, 
that  it  is  retained  at  the  beginning  of  compounds,  where 
otherwise  we  find  the  mere  base  (compare  §.  357.) ;  and  that 
several  derivative  words  have  proceeded  from  the  form  in 
tf  whether  the  T  sound  has  been  actually  retained  in 
them,  or  replaced  by  lengthening  the  vowel  preceding. 
On  the  Veda  asmdka  is  based  the  Zend  as^am^^vas  ahmAka, 
whence  V.  S.  p.  30,  the  Instrumental  jj^^ma^m&^^xs  ahm&kdls. 
I  am  unable  to  cite  the  possessive  of  the  singular,  and  of 
the  second  person,  as  the  use  of  possessives  in  Zend,  as 
in  Sanscrit,  is  very  rare,  because  they  are  generally  sup- 
plied by  the  genitives  of  the  personal  pronouns. 

405.  In  Sanscrit,  possessives  are  formed  from  the 
ablative  singular  and  plural  of  pronouns  of  the  first  and 
second  person,  and  from  the  neuter  tat  of  the  third  person  ; 
also  from  ^  sarva,  "  each,'^  the  a  of  which  is  rejected 
before  the  suffix  iy(h  while  t  is  changed  before  it  into  d ; 


*  In  the  place  quoted  at  p.  473. 


•it 


SI 
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hence  madiya,  "  mine,"  from  mat ;  tvadiya,  "  thine,"  from 
tvat ;  asmadiyOi  *'  our,"  from  asmat ;  yushmadiyoy  **  your, 
from  ymhmat ;  tadiyOf  *'  belonging  to  him,'"  "  to  this  man, 
or  "  to  her,"  "  to  this  woman,"  from  tat.  An  analogous 
formation  is,  I  Ihink,  to  be  found  in  the  Greek  fdio^,  whether 
it  belongs  to  the  demonstrative  base  t,^  and  the  ti  pre- 
ceding the  /o$  be  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  (before  sonant 
letters  id)  ity  contained  in  "^  nit  and  ^  ch6t ;  or  whether 
— and  this  conjecture  I  prefer — the  breathing  has  been 
softened,  and  titog  for  fiios  belong  to  the  reflective  (§.  364.); 
with  regard  to  which  it  may  be  remarked,  that  the  cognate 
Sanscrit  9  sva,  "  his,"  signifies,  also,  "  own,"  and  can  be 
applied  to  all  three  persons.  There  does  not,  indeed, 
exist,  in  Sanscrit,  a  pronoun  of  the  third  person  devoid  of 
gender,  with  a  perfect  declension*  but  only  the  remains  of 
one,  wit^sfxiyamj  **  self,"  and,  in  Prakrit,  it  s6  (for  wi)  "«Mi" 
(§.  341.).  There  is,  however,  every  reason  for  supposing  that 
W  svoy  as  a  personal  pronominal  base,  did  possess  a  complete 
declension  analogous  to  the  pronouns  of  the  first  and 
second  person.  Its  ablative  must,  therefore,  be  ^91^  atxif  ; 
and  thence  might  have  arisen  svadiya,  "sum,'"'  analogous 
to  madiya,  tvadiya,  and  a  cognate  form  to  iSio^  for  iSto^, 
from  a-Fiiio^;  like  tSpta^j  from  aFiipu^,  corresponding  to  the 
Sanscrit  ^h^  svida,  and  our  Schweiss,  **  sweat ";  and  oSt/f , 
17^1^,  from  o-fd$t/'f  =  Sanscrit  Wt^^^8vddu8.  In  regard  to 
form,  the  correlatives  voio^,  ro7o^,  010^,  which  appear  to  have 
lost  a  middle  i,  agree  with  the  possessives  in  ^  iya :  in 
other  respects,  to7os  answers  tolerably  well  to  tadiya-s,  which 
has  not  only  a  possessive,  but  also  a  clear  demonstrative 
meaning. 


*  Tadiya  occiira,  also,  in  the  sense  of  its  primitiye ;  so  Raghuvansa,  ac- 
cording to  Stenzler  1.81.,  and  Brockhaus's  Patiliputra,  SI.  2.  The  pos- 
flessiye  signification  occurs  at  Rhaghuvansa  II.  28. 

t  Compare  Hartung  On  the  Cases,  p.  117. 
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406.   The  Sclavonic  possessives  are  based  on  the  Sanscrit 
in   iya,   but  have   dropped  the  i  of  this  suffix,  and  the  T 
sound  of  the  primitive  pronoun.     According  to  §.  257.  n  ya 
must  become  yo^  and  according  to  §.  255.  n.,  yo  becomes 
ye  or  e :  the  latter  is  the  form  assumed;  and  in  those  cases 
which   are   uninflected,  and  at  the  same  time  deprived  of 
the  final  vowel  of  the  base,  the  y  has  become  t,  as  always 
takes  place  after  vowels :   hence  thoJ,  "  meus,'*''  moyoj  "  m«i," 
mo€t  "  meum,^''  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  madiya-s,  ma- 
diyd,  madiya-m.      And    in  the    second    person,   tvot,   ivoya^ 
tvoe  bears  the  same  relation  to  tvadiya-s,  tvadiydt  tvadiya-m; 
and  the  possessive   third  person,  svm,  svoya,  svoe  pre-sup- 
poses,  like  the  Greek  iSio^ — if  this  is  to  be  taken  for  t^to^ — a 
Sanscrit  svadiya.      It  appears  that  these  possessives  have 
been  transmitted  to  the  Sclavonic  from  the  ancient  period 
of  the  language,   and  are,  as  it  were,  the  continuance  of 
the  Sanscrit  forms  ;  for  if  they  were  originally  Sclavonic 
we   should  then  find  in  them  the  same  corruption  of  the 
base   of  the  primitive  pronouns  that  we  have  before  re- 
marked in  those  pronouns.      The   possessives  would   then 
most  probably  be,  in  the  nominative  masculine,  Tneny  or 
mnyf  td)y\  seby  or  toby,  soby ;  but  no  case  of  the  personal 
pronouns  would  lead  us  to  expect  mot,  still  less  tvot,  stxn^ 
In   Lithuanian,    on   the   contrary,  the   possessive   mana'-Sf 
tdva-Sf  sdwa-s,  are  comparatively  of  quite  recent  date,  for 
they   agree  with  the  particular  modification  of  personal 
bases  in  the  oblique  cases  singular  (see  §§.  340.  342.) :  thus, 
in  Latin,  meus,  tuus,  sutis,  probably  from  mei,  tuir  sui ;  and 
in  Greek,  e/xo^ ,  ao^,  o^,  are,  in  their  theme,  identical  with  tiiat 
from  which  proceed  efiov,  cfiol,  aov,  aol,  ov,  ot    On  the  other 
hand,  (T<f^£,  <t<I>t^,  c<I>6v,  is  the  exact  countertype  of  the  Sanscrit 
wa-8,  svd,  sva-m,  which  afibrds  the  oldest  example  of  pos- 
sessives without  any   affix  expressing  the  possession  ;  for 
8va  is  purely  personal  in  its  form,  and,  as  has  been  already 
observed,  the  theme  of  ^onp^  svayam,  "  self  "  (§.  341.).     The 
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fonnation  of  possessives  in  the  plural  numbers  by  the 
comparative  suffix  is  peculiar  to  the  Greek  and  Latin ; 
but  this  suffix  is  not  extraordinary  in  possessives,  which 
prominently  contrast  the  person  or  persons  possessing  with 
those  not  possessing,  and  thus  contain  a  duality,  which  the 
comparative  suffix  in  pronouns  is  adapted  to  express. 

407.  The  Lithuanian  plural  possessives  are  musiszkiSf 
"onr/'  ytuiszkis,  "your/' the  theme  of  which  terminates  in 
kia  (§.  135.),  and  reminds  us  of  the  Sanscrit  possessives  in 
ka  ;  viz.  astndka,  yushmdkcu  It  is  certain  that  the  syllable  si 
in  muSIszkiSi  yuSIszkis,  is  connected  with  the  appended  pro- 
noun ^  sma  (compare  §.  335.) ;  but  we  shall  leave  unde- 
cided the  origin  of  the  sz  {  =  8h)  which  precedes  the  k. 
The  Old  Sclavonic  forms  the  plural  possessives  nas,  txis, 
&x>m  the  genitives  of  the  personal  pronouns,  by  the  same 
suffix,  which  we  have  noted  in  mot  tvoi,  svoi,  only  with 
the  necessary  phonetic  difference;  hence,  nashy^  "our," 
vashy,  "  your,"  *  genitive  nashego^  vashego.  With  this  suffix, 
the  interrogative  forms,  in  Sclavonic,  also  a  possessive, 
viz.  chif  "belonging  to  whom  ?'^  feminine  chiytz,  neuter 
chie.  It  belongs  to  the  Sanscrit  weaker  base  kU  which  we 
have  already  noticed  in  chego,  chim,  &c.  (§.  4€0.).  As  to 
the  weakening  of  the  A;  to  cA,  we  must  observe  what  has 
been  said  on  this  subject  at  §.  403. 

408.  The  Germanic  possessives  are  most  intimately 
connected  with  the  genitives  of  the  personal  pronouns,  and 
are  identical  with  them  in  their  theme  (p.  474).  If  it  be 
assumed  that,  in  the  genitive  plural,  the  forms  unsarop 
izvarOf  like  the  Latin  nostrif  vedrif  nodrufth  vestrum,  and 
the  Sanscrit  asmdkanh  yushrndkanh  are  of  possessive  origin, 
the  r  may   then   be  very  satisfactorily  explained  as  the 


*  Written  also  without  y,  naih^  vash.  The  change  of  the  « to  <ft  is  the 
cfmsequeooe  of  the  enphonte  influence  of  the  y,  or,  in  the  oblique  cases,  of 
the  e  (Dobrowsky,  pp.  39,  41). 

p  P 
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weakening  of  the  d  of  the  Sanscrit  cmnadiyaf  "  our,'" 
ymhmadiya,  "  your."  Observe  what  has  been  remarked 
at  p.  441  regarding  an  original  d  becoming  r  in  a  similar 
case,  and,  moreover,  the  circumstance  that,  in  Hindiistani 
also,  the  d  of  the  possessives  under  discussion  has  become 
r ;  hence,  m&r(h  w^i,  " meus^  " me(u'^  for  ir^  madiyos 
ir^Nr  madiyd.  The  dual  genitives,  tigkara,  igqvaray  and 
the  dual  possessive  bases  of  the  same  sound,  the  singular 
nominative  masculine  of  which  are  ugkar,  igqoar^  are, 
according  to  what  has  been  remarked  at  §.  169.,  originally 
only  different  modifications  of  plural  forms,  and  their  r, 
therefore,  is  founded  on  the  same  principle  with  that  of 
the  plural  number.  If  we  are  to  suppose  that  the  singular 
genitives  memoty  theina,  seiruh  have  proceeded  from  pos- 
sessive bases  of  the  same  sound,  we  should  then  have  to 
assume  a  weakening  of  the  medial  to  the  nasal  of  the 
same  organ,  as,  in  general,  an  interchange  between 
medials  and  nasals  of  the  same  organ  is  not  unusual. 
But  as  to  the  formation,  in  New  High  German,  of  an  un- 
organic  possessive,  foreign  to  the  old  dialect — ^viz.  thr, 
"  efiLi  {femifKB)  proprius,^^  and  "  eorum  or  earum  propriusr 
from  the  feminine  genitive  singular  and  the  genitive 
plural  of  the  pronoun  of  the  third  person,  which  is  com- 
mon to  all  the  genders — ^this  circumstance  afibrds  no  proof 
that  the  genuine  and  original  possessives  also  have  sprung 
from  the  genitive  of  the  personal  pronouns ;  but  only  shews 
that  it  is  agreeable  to  the  use  of  language  to  form  pos- 
sessive adjectives  from  the  personal  genitives. 

409.  The  forms  corresponding  in  sense  to  the  Greek  cor- 
relatives Tro-croc*  ro-(ro;,  0'<ro^,  are,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  those 
with  the  derivative  suffix  vavty  in  the  weak  cases  vcA 
(§.  129.),  before  which  an  a  final  of  the  primitive  base  is 


*  Thus  in  Bohemian  wiiro,  "mine,"  fwiri,  "mine"  (fem.);  see  Berl. 
Jahrb.  Feb.  1836.  p.  310. 
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lengthened/  perhaps  as  compensation  for  the  dropping  of 
the  T  soimd  of  the  neuter,  which  probably  forms  the 
foundation  and  theme  of  these  forms  (compare  §.  404.) ; 
hence  in^i^  tdvantf  nominative  masculine  irniT^  tdvdn,  t6<to^ 
^TV^  ydvant^  nominative  masculine  ^VPTlf^  ydvdfiy  Sa-og.  From 
the  interrogative  base  ka^  or  the  lost  neuter  kut,  we  might 
expect  kdcanty  which  would  serve  as  prototype  to  the  Latin 
quantusy  and  would  bear  that  relation  to  it,  which  HFR^ 
tdvant  does  to  tardus.  In  the  Latin  tardus,  qaardus,  there- 
fore, a  whole  syllable  is  rejected,  as  in  mah,  from  mavoh  ; 
but  externally  the  theme  is  lengthened  in  analogy  with  the 
Pali  participial  forms  mentioned  at  pp.  300,  301 ;  thus  tardus 
for  tdcarduSf  and  the  latter  for  tdvans.  The  quantity  of 
the  a  of  quardus,  tardus,  on  account  of  its  position,  cannot 
be  discovered :  the  a,  however,  appears  to  spring  from  an 
originally  long  4  inasmuch  as  from  a  short  v  a  would  be 
evolved  e  or  o,  as  in  tot,  quot,  answering  to  trfff  tati,  ^kAt 
kaiU  of  which  hereafter.  In  Gothic,  the  suffix  ^^n^  rmrd 
is  corrupted  in  three  ways;  first  in  consequence  of 
the  easy  mutation  and  interchange  of  the  semi-vowels ;' 
secondly  through  the  no-less-frequent  vocalization  of  the 
nasal   to  u  ^  and   lastly   by   extending  the  theme  with  a. 


*  In  Zend  the  long  has  relapsed  into  the  short  yqwel,  as  very  frequently 
occurs  in  the  antepennltunate. 

t  §.  20.  Compare,  also,  the  Gothic  sl^pa,  "  I  sleep,"  with  the  Sanscrit 
^(i\(H  swipimi ;  the  Latin  hudo  with  ^f^veiTu/,  "to  praise";  and  the 
Lithuanian  saldu-9^  Old  Sclavonic  saldok  (p.  412,  Rem.  *),  '^  sweet,"  with 
the  ^ftnscrit  ^n^8[9  svadu-s.  With  respect  to  the  interchange  of  v  and  r, 
in  which  the  Old  High  German  birumSs,  as  contrasted  with  the  Sanscrit 
H^TPre  bhavdtnasy  "  we  are,"  affords  us  a  yeiy  interesting  comparison,  and 
one  which  has  been  since  established  by  Graff  (II.  325),  we  will  here  re- 
mind the  reader  of  the  relation  of  the  Gothic  razn,  '^  house  "  (theme  raama^ 
with  «  euphonic  for  «,  according  to  §.  86. 5.),  to  the  Sanscrit  root  ^^  tx?«, 
^^  to  inhabit,"  whence  m9  vdgra^ ''  house,"  which  Pictet  recognises  in  the 
Irish /ofTo  (Joum.  As.  III.  T.II.  p.  443). 

I  See  §§.  230.  265.  i^.  and  307. 

p  p2 
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which,  however,  in  accordance  with  §.  135.»  is  suppressed 
in  the  nominative.  In  the  first  and  last  respect  L  ATT  DA 
coincides  very  remarkably  with  the  form  which,  in  Latin, 
the  suffix  7s|^  vard  assumes,  or  may  assume,  where  it  does 
not  form  pronominal  correlatives,  but  possessive  adjectives, 
as  opulentus  (with  the  more  organic  opulens),  virulentuSf  &c. 
The  long  vowel  required  in  Sanscrit  before  the  suffix  vant^ 
where  it  forms  correlatives,  is  retained  in  the  Gothic 
kvSlauds,  "  quardusr  the  old  &  (§.  69.)  being  supplied  by  ^; 
whence  it  appears  that  in  hvS-lauds  the  instrumental  hvi 
is  contained.  We  should  expect  a  demonstrative  tMlauds^ 
Too-of ,  as  corresponding  to  hvilauds^  ir6(Tog,  analogous  to  the 

Sanscrit  WT^FI^  tdvant  and  Latin  tardus :  this  thUaudSf  how- 
ever, is  rendered  superfluous  by  a  svalauds,  formed  from 
the  original  base  of  the  genderless  pronoun  of  the  third 
person  (comp.  §.  341.),  which,  however,  has  not  preserved 
the  original  long  vowel. 

410.  The  derivative  kdvdi,  from  the  Sanscrit  interroga- 
tive base  kof  which  is  wanting,  is  supplied  by  kiyantf  from 
the  base  Id;  analogous  to  which  is  ipni^  iyant,  "  so  much,"^ 
from  the  demonstrative  base  i.  I  conjecture  fcipi^  kvyant 
and  ^|«ni^  iyard  to  be  abbreviations  of  Idvant  and  ivant^ 
formed  by  suppressing  the  v ;  after  which,  in  accordance 
with  a  universal  phonetic  law,"^  the  preceding  i  must  become 
iy.  This  conjecture  is  supported  by  the  Zend,  in  so  &r 
as  the  interrogative  form  under  discussion  has  retained 
the  full  suffix  vant :  instead  of  this,  however,  an  abbre- 
viation has  taken  place  in  the  base,  by  suppressing  the  i 
and   weakening  the  k  to  ^  cK  hence,  in  the  nominative 


*  We  must  avoid  referring  the  u  to  the  saffix :  it  is  clearly  the  final 
Yowel  of  the  primitive  word,  which,  however,  through  the  influence  of 
the  liquid,  appears  in  the  form  of  u  (compare  Yocalismus,  p.  162,  Rem.*). 

t  Gramm.  Crit.  §.  61. 
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masculine  Ji9^»^  chvahi,  accusative  (g^^As»^  chvardhn^ 
neuter  i»As»fi  chfxi^  To  the  Sanscrit  relative  ydvant  cor> 
responds  0p^Aj»AjjC^  yavant,  of  which,  however,  I  am 
unable  to  quote  any  case  in  the  masculine,  and  only  the 
neuter  yavcii  and  the  feminine  yavaiiu  The  former  occurs 
tolerably  often ;  the  latter  I  am  acquainted  with  •  only 
through  a  passage  given  by  Bumouf,i-  where,  in  the  litho- 
graphed codex  (y.  S.  p.  d3),  avaiii  occurs,  through  an  error, 
for  yavaUi3  The  tdvant  which  answers  to  the  above  in- 
terrogative^ and  relative  expressions,  appears  to  be  wanting 
in  Zend,  as  in  Gothic,  and  is  supplied  by  analogous  deri- 
vatives &om  other  demonstrative  bases ;  viz.  by  i»^As»A5»A) 
avavant  from  awh  and  i^^a)»a5  avant  from  a.  The  latter 
forms,  in  the  masculine  nominative,  not  atxini,  according  to 
the  analogy  of  chvanif  "how  much?''  and  thwdvani,  "as 
thou,''  but  pki»A)  QvaA^  which  I  agree  with  Bumouf  II  in 
explaining  by  supposing  that  the  rd  has  given  place  before 


"  after  how  much  time?"  (Vend.  S.  p.  229).  The  nominatiye  chwins  oc- 
ciuB  Vend.  S.  p.  86.  From  the  primitive  base  chi  I  have  still  to  mention 
here  the  nenter  /»^  ckit^  of  which  only  the  enclitic  and  anti-interrogative 
use  has  been  mentioned  before.  Bnt  as  representing  the  more  common 
hat  it  occors  1.  c.  p.  80,  \^^  mas»as  m j^  chit  aval  fMthd^  <^  what  (is) 
that  word?" 

t  Often  oocnrs  adverbially,  e.g.  ja5)^mj  ^As^^as  ma»»^  <^vaf  <m- 
iari nareus,  ^ among  how  many  men?"  (Vend.  S.  p. 80). 

t  Ya^na,  Note  A.,  p.  12. 

§  We  should  notice  also  here  the  expression  ^oasO«  frathS  (with 

n>jAi  ehit^  t^MMMi^xi^^Jrathai-chU^  since  it  shews  that  the  W,  which 
is  retained  fall  in  the  Sanscrit  prithu^  is  an  abbreviation  of  the  syllahle  ra 
which  appears,  also,  in  the  Greek  vKarvs.  I  thmk  I  have  sufficiently 
proved,  in  my  Vocalismus  (Rem.l.  p.  166,  &c.),  that  the  Sanscrit  vowel 
ri  is,  in  all  places,  an  abbreviation  of  a  syllable,  which  contains  the  conso- 
nant r  before  or  after  a  vowel. 
II  Ya^na,  Note  A.,  p.  11. 
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the  nominative  sign  &,  and  has  been  supplied  by  the 
lengthening  of  the  a  to  d;  which  latter,  with  the  final  sibi- 
lant, must  produce  the  diphthong  do  (§.  56.  .). 

411.  The  Lithuanian  idanff  which  signifies  "that'*  and 
"thoroughly/'  is  most  probably  a  remnant  of  the  forms 
which  terminate,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  in  vant,  and  in  Latin 
in  ntu'8 ;  and,  indeed,  in  the  d  of  iDanf,  the  neuter  case-ter- 
mination appears  to  be  retained,  which  is  replaced  in  the 
cognate  Asiatic  languages  by  lengthening  the  preceding 
vowel :  the  syllable  ya  of  the  relative  base  has,  then,  been 
contracted  to  t.  The  pronominal  origin  of  this  idant  is  shewn 
by  its  signification  "  that,"  and  also  particularly  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  other  terms  also  for  this  conjunction  have 
sprung,  both  in  Lithuanian  itself  and  in  the  cognate  languages, 
from  the  relative  base  under  discussion  ;  viz.  yeib  (§.  383.),  in 
the  sense  of  tif,  Sanscrit  ya-thd,  Greek  wj,  Gothic  ei  (§.  365.), 
and  ydg,  in  the  sense  of  quod,  Sanscrit  yaU  Greek  Srt.  The 
secondary  idea  of  multitude,  expressed  in  Sanscrit,  Zend,  and 
Latin,  by  the  formations  in  vant,  is  represented  in  idant  by 
tlie  signification  "thoroughly.""  From  the  particular  case 
of  the  Lithuanian  language,  however,  we  could  scarcely 
argue  the  possibility  of  a  connection  between  the  suffix  ant 
of  id-ant,  and  that  of  kieli,  "how  many?"  Kieli  is  a  mas- 
culine plural  nominative,  according  to  the  analogy  oi  geri 
from  GERA :  the  theme,  therefore,  is  KIEL  A,  and,  for  a 
few  cases,  KIELI  A  (see  p.  251,  Rem.  t) ;  and  la  the  deriva- 
tive suffix,  which  admits  of  being  regarded  as  an  abbreviation 
of  va-nt,  with  a  similar  exchange  of  v  and  /,  as  we  have  seen 
above  in  the  Gothic  hvSlauds.  This  conjecture  is  strongly 
supported  by  kiSlets,  which  likewise  means  "how  much?" 
but  is  so  limited  in  its  use  that  it  can  only  be  applied  to 
living  beings.  Every  letter  of  the  Sanscrit  suffix  vat  (the 
theme  of  the  weak  cases)  is  represented  in  this  kiSLETs, 
and  we  even  find  an  interrogative  expression,  in  which  the 
n  also  of  the  strong  form  ^  vant  is  contained ;— I  mean 
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ioliniarSf  "der  wie  viefc/c?"  "the  how  manyeth?"*  with  ta 
as  oxdinal  suffix  (§.  321.),  probably,  therefore,  for  kolint-tas; 
so  that  kolinU  "how  maDy?"  by  adding  ta-s,  becomes  the 
"  how  manyeih  P  "  But  to  return  to  id-anU  its  suffix  ant  has 
lost  only  the  v  of  the  original  vant;  but  Zo,  the  suffix  of  kielif 
has  retained  the  v  in  the  form  of  A  and  lost,  in  place  of  it,  the 
final  nt  There  is,  however,  no  demonstratiTe  tieli  corre- 
sponding to  kieUt  but  "  so  many  "  is  expressed  by  tiek  or 
tiekaSff  which  has  also  a  corresponding  interrogative  kiek. 
The  suffix  of  these  forms  appears  connected  with  that  of  tokU 
or  toks  (theme  tokia),  "such,"  and  kdks,  "what  kind  of  one  ?" 
412.  Though  at  §.  409.  we  commenced  with  the  comparison 
of  the  Grreek  correlatives  vwros,  rocrof,  Sror*  we  must  not, 
therefore,  suppose  that  the  Grreek  suffix  20  is  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  vant,  and  those  related  to  it  in  the  cognate 
languages.  The  transition  of  T  into  2,  as  also  the  increment 
of  an  O,  would  not  be  extraordinary ;  but  as  the  vowel  of 
the  pronominal  base  is  originally  long  in  this  derivative, 
the  retention  of  this  long  vowel  would  be  to  be  expected  in 
Greek ;  and  the  rather,  as  most  probably  the  dropping  of  the 
initial  sound  of  the  suffix  vant  would  have  found  a  compen- 
sation in  the  preceding  syllable,  even  if  this  had  not  beeii 
naturally  long  from  the  first.  A  form  like  rowro^  might  be 
regarded  as  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  tdvant;  but  too-os 
appears  to  me,  with  reference  to  its  final  element,  as  of  a 
different  origin,  and  I  would  rather  recognise  in  it  the  Zend 
shvOf  which  forms  words  like  M»tpj^  thrishva  "  a  third," 
As»^p;7(3As^  chaihrmhva,  "  a  quarter,"  and  is  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  sva-s,  "  suusy  From  ^^  sva-s,  which,  when 
uncompounded,  has  become  Sg  or  aipog,  in  the  preceding  com- 


*  It  aeems  surprising  that  there  should  he  no  word  in  English  for 
wiemehte,  "Who  of  the  numher?"  expresses  quite  a  diflFerent  idea.  I 
have  been  obliged,  therefore,  to  coin  a  word.— TVaiwto/or  *  Note. 

t  7V«fc,  substantive  and  indeclinable  tieka-a  adjective,  feminine  tieka 
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pounds,  could  hardly  come  any  thing  but  o-o^ ;  and  ifo-xto^ 
would,  according  to  this  view,  originally  signify  "  what  part?" 
or,  as  possessive  compound, "  having  what  part?"  from  which 
the  meaning  "how  much?"  is  not  far  removed.*  Never- 
theless, if  what  has  been  before  said  (§.  352.)  regarding  the 
origin  of  t^/io^,  ^fiog,  is  well  founded,  there  are  not  wanting; 
in  Greek  points  of  comparison  with  the  pronominal  forma- 
tions in  vant  or  vat.  In  Sanscrit  the  adverbial  neuter  ac- 
cusative irm^  tdvat  signifies,  amongst  other  things,  also 
"now,''  "at  this  time";  and  the  relative  adverb  ^in 
ydvat,  also,  which  serves  as  prototype  to  the  Greek  ^(wg,  is 
used  principally  with  reference  to  time,  and  signifies  "how 
long?"*  "while,"  "how  often?''  "how  far?"  "up  to,*"  and 
"that"  It  may  be  cited  in  the  first  sense  from  a  passage 
in  the  Nalus  (V.  23.)  :— 

ydvachcha  mS  dharishyardi  prdnd  diM,  suchimniU, 
tdvat  tvayi  bhavishydmi ;   satyam  Had  bravimi  ti 
"  quam  diuque  met  consfahunt  spiritus  in  corpore,  sereno-risu 
prtBdita  !  tarn  diu  tecum  ero  ;  veritatem  hanc  dico  tibV 

As  it  frequently  happens  that  one  and  the  same  word  is 
divided  into  several  forms,  of  which  each  represents  one  of 
the  meanings  which  formerly  co-existed  in  the  one  original 
form,  so  may  also  rewy  and  ewy  be  identical  with  tdvat  and 
ydvat;  so  that  the  digamma,  which  has  been  hardened 
above  to  ft,  has  been  here,  as  usually  happens,  entirely 
dropped,  but  the  quantities  have  been  transposed ;  thus  &as 


*  To  these  formations  belongs,  also,  most  probably  W,  which  origi- 
nally must  have  signified  "so  great,"  whence  the  meaning  **like*  might 
easily  arise.  I  formerly  thought  it  might  be  assigned  to  the  demonstra- 
tive base  •  (Demonstrative  Bases,  p.  8):  as,  however  (which  was  there 
overlooked),  it  has  a  digamma,  it  would  be  better  referred  to  the  reflective 
base,  and  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  wi  (§.  364. ;  and  see  Pott's  Etymol. 
Forsch.  p.  272). 
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for  5(f)oi^  '^^^  for  T7J{F)o£.  But  it  is  probable  that  the  first 
syllable  has  been  shortened  through  the  influence  of  the 
vowel  following;  and  this  reduction,  and  the  abbreviation 
caused  by  dropping  the  digamma,  have  been  compensated 
by  lengthening  the  syllable  following.  The  common  adverbs 
in  taSf  also,  of  which  an  account  has  been  given  at  §.  183., 
have  operated  by  their  example  on  e<a£,  rio^.  For  the  rest 
there  exists  a  form  tcTo^,  as  well  as  retag,  reiiog. 

413.  Perhaps  the  Sclavonic  pronominal  adverbs  in  mo 
may  also  be  classed  here,  which  express  direction  to  a 
place  (Dobr.  p.  43o) :  ka-moy  "  whither  ?'"  ta-mo,  "  thither." 
The  relative  yamo  is  wanting,  which  would  coincide  with 
the  Sanscrit  i|nn^  yAvai,  **  how  far  P*"*  in  the  signification 
"  therein,""  since  the  former  word  likewise  expresses  the 
direction  to  which  movement  is  made.  As  to  the  relation 
in  form  of  the  suffix  mo  to  ^  vatf  the  t  in  Sclavonic,  like 
all  original  final  consonants,  must  necessarily  disappear 
(§.  255.  L),  and  a  in  Sclavonic  becomes  o  or  e  almost  uni- 
versally; but  to  the  long  A,  which,  in  Sanscrit,  precedes 
the  derivative  suffix,  the  Sclavonic  a  corresponds  according 
to  rule  (§.  255.  a.) :  thus,  ta-mo  answers  to  the  Indian 
tdrvatf  with  m  for  v,  as  in  the  Greek  adverbs  of  time 
^fw^f  TTJfw^f  above  mentioned.  If  an  origin  for  the  Sclavonic 
suffix  mof  different  from  that  here  assigned,  be  sought  for, 
the  appended  pronoun  m  sma  might  be  next  adduced, 
which  drops  the  s  in  Sclavonic.  But  to  take  the  demon- 
strative as  an  example,  to  the  Sanscrit  dative  ta-smdit  and 
locative  to-^min,  correspond,  in  Sclavonic,  to-mu,  to-m;  and 
all  that  is  left  to  find  is  an  analogous  form  in  Sclavonic 
to  the  ablative  imrn^  ta-sradt.  But  the  ablative  is  most 
opposed  in  meaning  to  the  adverbs  in  mo,  expressing  direc- 
tion to  a  plcu^ ;  and,  as  regards  the  form  for  mifn^  ta-smdt, 
could  only  be  expected  a  form  toma  or  tomot  and  not  ta- 
mo. For  as  the  Sanscrit  short  a,  at  the  end  of  old 
Sclavonic  bases  always  becomes  o  (§.  257.),  an  unweakened 
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d,  in  this  sole  case,  cannot  but  appear  surprising;  and  there 
appears  no  reason  why  ta-mo  should  differ  from  the. 
analogy  of  UMmi  and  to-m.  There  only  remains  one  other 
possible  means  of  deriving  adverbs  in  mo,  viz.  by  supposing 
mo  to  be  a  more  full  form  of  the  plural  dative  termination ; 
so  that,  of  the  Sanscrit  termination  vim^  bhyasf  Latin  vus, 
Lithuanian  mns  or  ms  (see  §.  215.)f  which  elsewhere,  in 
Sclavonic,  has  become  mere  m,  in  the  case  before  us  a 
vowel  also  is  retained.  If  this  opinion  be  the  true  one, 
kamof  "  whither?'"  tamot  **  thither,"  inamOf  "  to  somewhere 
else,'"  onanuh  '*  to  that  quarter,""  and  similar  forms,  most 
be  assigned  to  the  feminine  gender.  Tamo,  therefore, 
would  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  idbhyas ;  while  tyem^ 
which  is  identical  with  the  masculine  and  neuter,  belongs 
to  the  compound  base  7r  tya  (p.  499).  This  last  derivation 
appears  particularly  supported  by  the  consideration,  that, 
in  all  probability,  the  adverbs  of  quantity  in  ma  or  mi 
(Dobr.  p.  430)  contain  plural  case-terminations,  and  those 
in  mi  the  instrumental ;  those  in  ma  an  unusual  and  more 
full  form  of  the  dative  termination,  in  which  the  old  a  of 
the  bhyas  above  mentioned  is  retained,  by  which  it  becomes 
similar  to  the  dual-termination  given  at  §.  273.  It 
appears  to  me,  however,  inadmissible  to  look  for  a  real 
dual  inflexion  in  the  adverbs  under  discussion.  Examples 
are :  kolyma  or  leolymi,  "  how  much  .'^""  tolyma  or  tolymi,* 
"  so  much.""  All  these  adverbs,  however,  have  the  syl- 
lable ly  (from  It)  in  the  middle  ;  and  this,  in  my  opinion, 
expresses  the  secondary  idea  of  multitude,  and  is  an  ab- 
breviation of  the  suffix  liko,  nominative  masculine  lik,  e.  g. 
koUk,  "  quantus,^''  of  which  more  hereafter.  From  this 
KOLIKO  come,  I  imagine,  the  adverbs  kolyma  and  fcolymi, 
as,  in  Sanscrit,  the  plural  instrumental  )Q^h^  sandis  expresses 


*  Se^  Kopitar's  Glossary  to  the  Glagolita.    Dobrowsky  gives  merely 
tolyma. 
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the  adverb  '*  slowly/"  but  does  not  occur  in  its  own  pro- 
per signification,  Le.  "through  the  slow/'  There  are 
also  adverbs  of  quantity  in  Sclavonic  which  end  in  ly, 
without  the  case-terminations  ma  or  mi  ;  thus,  kdyt  **  how 
much?"'  tob/j  "so  much/'*  With  these  are  also  probably 
connected  the  adverbs  of  time  in  fye,  which  prefix  to  the 
pronoun  the  preposition  do  or  ot,  e.g.  do-kolye,  "  how  long?"" 
at-idye^  "so  long." 

414.  By  the  suffix  fir  ii  is  formed,  in  Sanscrit,  liflr  kaJti, 
"how  much?*"  from  A;a/  i^taih  "so  much,'"  from  ta;  and 
the  relative  iifw  yatU  "  as  much,''  from  ya.  The  first  two 
expressions  are  easily  recognised  in  the  Latin  qiwt  and  My 
which,  like  the  personal  terminations  of  verbs,  have  lost 
the  final  i.  The  full  form  is  preserved,  however,  in  com- 
pounds with  demy  dicy  dianus  ;  thus,  tott-dem  (not  from  tat- 
iiidem),  qtudi-die,  quoli'dianus.  Hie  length  of  the  i  of 
quattnliey  and  of  its  derivative  qttotidianiuty  is  unorganic, 
and  perhaps  occasioned  by  qtujti  appearing,  by  a  misap- 
prehension, as  an  ablative.  But  to  return  to  the  Sanscrit 
kaiiy  tatty  yaiU  these  expressions,  in  a  certain  measure, 
prepare  the  way  for  the  indeclinable  cognate  forms  in 
Latin,  as  in  the  nominative  and  accusative  they  have  no 
case-termination,  but  a  singular  neuter  form,  while  in  the 
other  cases  they  exhibit  the  regular  plural  inflexions.  In 
this  respect  they  agree  with  the  numerals  from  "  Five  "^  to 
"  Ten,""  which  have  become  quite  indeclinable  in  Greek  and 
Latin  likewise,  as  is,  in  the  latter  language,  the  number  "  Four"' 
also,  quatuor  (§.  313.).  In  Zend,  kati  frequently  occurs  after 
the  masculine  relative  plural,  and  with  a  regular  plural 
termination,  viz.  4^^^^a»^  -^y^CL  V^^  kaia^dy  which  signifies 
quicunque. 

415.  Nearly  all  pronouns  are  combined  in  Sanscrit  with 

the  adjectives  ^^  drisy  W9  driJa,  ^^  drikskoy  which  spring 
from  the  root  dm,  "  to  see,"  and  signify  "  appearing," 
**  like  **;  but,  as  they  do  not  occur  either  isolated  or  in  combi- 
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nation,  have  completely  assumed  the  character  of  derivative 
suffixes.  The  final  vowels  of  the  pronominal  bases,  and  of 
the  compound  plural  themes  asma  and  yushmOf  are  length- 
ened before  them,  probably  to  make  up  for  the  loss  of  a  T 
sound  of  the  neuter  of  pronouns  of  the  third  person  and  of 
the  ablative  of  the  first  and  second  person  singular  and  pla- 
ral  (comp.  §.  404.);  hence,  td-drii  (nominative  tddrik),  or 
td-driia,  or  id-drUesha,  "like  to  this,"  "such,**"  "taUsr  for 
tad-drii,  &c. ;  ki-dris,  ki'driiof  ki-driksha,  "  qualis^y  for 
kid-drii,  &c. ;  yd-driif  yd-drisa,  yd-driksha,  **  quaUs^  (rela- 
tive) ;  md-drii,  md-drisa,  md-driksha,  "  like  to  me,"  "  my 
equal";  asmddrii,  &c.,  "like  to  us";  yushmddris,  &c.,  "like 
to  you."  From  the  demonstrative  base  i,  or  rather  from 
the  neuter  Uy  which  is  not  used  uncpmpounded,  comes 
{driiof  &c.,  *' talis''\'  from  the  subjective  demonstrative 
base  sa  comes  sodris,  &c.,  which,  according  to  its  origioi 
signifies  *'  resembling  this,''  **  appearing  like  this,"  bat  is 
used  to  express  in  general  what  is  ''  similar."  But  the»rea- 
son  that  there  is  no  form  sddrii,  according  to  the  analogy 
of  tddriS,  &C.,  is  clearly  this — ^that  this  form  springs  from 
the  real  base  sa,  and  a  neuter  sat  was  not  used.  It  is  not, 
therefore,  requisite  to  assume,  with  the  Indian  grammarians, 
that  sadris  is  an  abbreviation  of  samd-^riS,  though,  periiaps, 
from  sama  a  form  sama-dris  might  proceed,  as  from  sa  the 
form  sadrii.  The  European  cognate  languages  have,  in 
remarkable  agreement  with  one  another,  exchanged  the  old 
d  for  I  in  these  combinations ;  independently,  however,  of 
each  other,  and  simply  because  the  interchange  of  d  and  /  or 
r  is  much  used,*  and  weakened  sounds  in  forms  encumbered 


*  See  §.  17.,  where,  amongst  others,  the  Gothic  l^  is  compared  vith 
the  Sanscrit  dSha.     If  the  Gothic  expression  also  means  ^^  flesh,"  it  ViSJ 
be  observed  here,  that  ^a  word  which,  in  Sanscrit,  means  simply  ^  flcdi, 
appears  in  Ohl  High  German  as  a  teim  for  the  body ;  whUe  in  Lithiuinisn 
and  Sclavonic  the  "flesh"  has  become  "blood."    In  form  the  nearest 

approach* 
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by  oomposition  are  readily  introduced.  In  this  way  -A/icoc 
has  become  so  far  estranged  from  the  verb  iepKcn,  that  we 
should  have  foiled  to  perceive  their  common  origin  without 
the  means  of  comparison  afforded  by  the  cognate  Sanscrit. 
We  must  here  again  notice  a  similar  fate  which  has  befallen 
the  old  d  of  the  number  "  Ten"  in  several  Asiatic  and  Euro- 
pean-Sanscrit languages  at  the  end  of  compounds  (p.  442). 
And  in  the  preceding  case  we  meet  with  a  concurrent  phe- 
nomenon in  the  East ;  for  in  Prakrit,  in  the  compound  under 
discussion,  we  frequently  find  r — which,  according  to  §.  20., 
is  often  the  precursor  of  /—instead  of  the  Sanscrit  d;  e.g. 
Tfftsr  idriiOf  together  with  irrf^per  tddisctj  for  -m^  tddriia.* 
The  Doric  tuKIkos  closely  resembles  tdrisa.  The.iofboth 
languages,  however,  springs,  not  from  the  Sanscrit  n,  for  this 
is  an  abbreviation  of  ar,t  the  a  of  which,  in  Prakrit  and 
Greek,  has  been  weakened  to  i,  but  the  r  is  dislodged  en- 
tirely. While  TsJkos  is  based  on  the  Sanscrit  m  drisa,  nomi- 
native masculine  driM-s^  the  pure  radical  v^  driSf  nomina- 
tive masculine,  feminine,  and  neuter  drik,  is  also  represented 
in  Greek,  viz.  by  rjTu^  and  o/x^f .  The  Prakrit  kirisa  re- 
sembles the  interrogative  vijKiKos  very  closely ;  but  it  must 


approach  to  the  Sanacrit  kravya-niy  '^  flesh,"  is  the  Lithaanian  krauyaSy 
Sdavonic  krovy^  ^^ blood";  next  comes  the  Old  High  German  baae 
ITA^YFil,  nominative  Ar^o,  ^' body,"  which  preeerves  the  original  form 
more  truly  than  the  Greek  Kpeaq  and  Latin  caro. 

*  In  my  first  discoasion  on  this  sabject  I  was  unacquainted  with  the 
resemblance  of  the  Prakrit  to  its  cognate  European  languages  (see  Influ- 
ence of  Pronouns  In  the  Formation  of  Words,  pp.  8  and  27).  Since  then 
Max.  Schmidt,  also  (De  Pron.  Gr.  et  Lat.  p.  72),  has  shewn  the  agreement 
of  the  Sanscrit  formations  in  driga-g  with  the  Greek,  Gothic,  and  Latin, 
in  Xixof ,  Idk-Sy  and  li-s.  But  he  overlooks,  in  the  Sanscrit  forms,  the  long 
Towel  of  the  pronominal  base,  on  which  is  based  the  Greek  17,  more  an- 
ciently  a,  and  Latin  d,  whence  it  is  not  requisite  to  make  the  adverbs  p, 
ri,  T9,  the  basis  of  the  said  formations. 

t  $.1.  and  Vocalismus,  Rem.  1. 
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not  be  overlooked*  that  the  Prakrit  ^  is  a  corruption  of  i* 
while  mjTsjKo^  stands  for  7ra\/#cor»  and  is  based,  not  on  the  San- 
scrit kidrUa-s,  but  on  a  kddrHara  to  be  expected  from  the 
base  ka,  and  which  probably  originally  existed,  to  whichi 
also,  the  Gothic  hvileiks  belongs. 

416.  In  the  hvileiks  (theme  hv6leika)  just  mentioned,  with 
which  our  weUher,  "  which,'*  is  connected,  as  also  in  hvilauds 
(§.  409.),  the  Gothic  has  retained  the  vowel  length,  which  is 
thousands  of  years  old,  with  this  difference  only,  that  d  is 
replaced  by  i,  a  circumstance  of  rare  occurrence  (§.69.). 
There  is  no  demonstrative  tMleiks  corresponding  to  hvSleib, 
but  instead  of  it  svcdeiks,  our  solcher,  "  such,"  like  svalauds 
for  tMlatids  (§.  409.) ;  but  the  Anglo  Saxon  and  Old  Northern 
employ  thyliCf  thilikr,  corresponding  to  the  Greek  rrp^im 
and  Sanscrit  tddnia-s  (Grimm  III.  40).  The  Gothic  ^tib, 
*'  similar,"  however,  occurs  also  in  combinations  other  than 
the  ancient  pronominal  ones ;  never,  however,  by  itself,  bat 
instead  of  it  is  used  ga-leiksf  our  gleich,  from  ge-leich,  which 
may  be  looked  upon  as  the  continuation  of  the  Sanscrit 
sadrisa-s  mentioned  above :  for  as  the  inseparable  preposi- 
tion w^soi  W{^  sam,  has,  in  Gothic,  become  ga  (Grimm  II. 
1018),  so  may  also  the  pronominal  base,  from  which  those 
prepositions  have  sprung,  be  expected  as  prefix  in  the  form 
of  ^a.  In  analeik8,1^  our  ahnUch  "like,"  ana,  in  my  opinion* 
stands,  in  like  manner,  as  a  pronoun,  not  as  a  preposition,  and 
answers  to  the  Sanscrit-Lithuanian  demonstrative  base  am 
(§.  372.)  :  analeiks  therefore  signifies  "  like  to  thif."  In  the 
other  compounds,  also,  of  this  kind,  with  the  exception  of 
manleika  (theme  -leikan),  "  likeness,"  literally  "  man-resem- 
bling,'^ the  first  member  of  the  word  corresponds  more  or 
less  to  a  pronominal  idea.  These  compounds  are,  antharleikeh 
"variety,"  which  pre-supposes  an  adjective,  antharkiks,  as 


*  Hoefcr  De  Pracrita  Dialecto,  p.  29. 

t  To  be  deduced  from  the  adverb  analeikoy 
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connected  in  sense  with  the  Sanscrit  anydrdrisors,  "  like  to 
another,"  **  of  a  different  kind/'  whence  alyaleiks,  deducing  it 
from  alyaleikds,  €rep<a£,  is  the  counterlype  in  form :  samaleikdt 
iaio^f  which  pre-snpposes  an  adjective  safnaleik(fl)8, "  like  to 
the  same,"  analogous  to  the  Greek  ofajha^  and  Latin  dmilis  :* 
ibnaleiks,  "equal,"*  like  the  simple  ihn{ay8;  according  to  its 
origin,  the  former  signifies  "seeming  equal'':  mmaleiks, 
"various."*  I  cannot  avoid  expressing  here  the  conjecture 
that  the  Gothic  prefix  minch  our  miss,  may  be  of  pronominal 
origin,  and  connected  with  the  Lithuanian  base  WISSA, 
nominative  m$9ar9f  "all,""  and  therefore  also  with  the  San- 
scrit fm  tiivcL,  by  the  very  common  exchange  of  v  for  m 
(§.  63.)l  According  to  the  explanation  given  above  (§.  392.) 
of  f%v  mitih  this  word,  through  the  signification  of  the 
preposition  fVf  vt,  would  be  very  well  adapted  to  express 
the  idea  of  variety.  And  the  Gothic  mma  (the  bare  theme) 
might  originally  have  signified  a/tti9,  and  still  be  identical 
with  the  Sanscrit-Lithuanian  term  for  "  all ";  at  least  its  in- 
fluence in  composition  is  similar  to  our  aber,  which  is  akin 
to  the  Sanscrit  aparOf  **  alius'"'  (see  §.  350.),  in  compounds 
like  aberwUz,  "delirium,"  aberglaube,  "superstition."  Our 
miuethatf  therefore,  Gothic  missadidsf  "  misdeed,"  would  be 
^^Aber-Thaif  "a deed  different  from  the  right";  and  Miss- 
gunsi,  "ill-will,"  would  be  Aber-gunst,  "wrong- will";  and  the 
mmaleiks  given  above  would  originally  signify  "like  to 
another."  This  conjecture  is  powerfully  supported,  and  con- 
firmed almost  beyond  doubt,  by  the  adverb  missd,  which 
springs  from  the  theme  MISSA  (compare  p.  384),  which 
signifies   "one    another":     gdleith   izvis  missd,   a<nt&<Tac6e 


*  The  simple  aama  (theme  saman)  means  "  the  same,"  and  corresponds 
to  the  Sanscrit  wmo-/,  "equal,"  "similar,"  and  Greek  otio-^^  the  theme 
being  lengthened  by  an  n.  To  this  head,  also,  mast  be  referred  sums 
(theme  9uma\  "  any  one,**  which  has  introduced  a  u  on  account  of  the 
liquid,  but  to  make  up  for  this  has  dropped  the  n. 
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aA\^\oi;r  (1  Cor.  xvi.  20).  The  original  meaning  "air'  is 
still  perceptible  in  this,  as  missd,  in  one  word,  expresses  "  the 
one  and  the  other.**^  In  German,  the  lich,  which  is  based  on 
the  Gothic^feiAiff,  and  which  in  wekher  and  solcker  has  dropped 
the  i,  and  in  gleich  gives  ei  as  answering  to  the  old  {,  is 
much  more  extensively  diffused,  and  has  completely  assumed 
the  character  of  a  derivative  suffix  in  words  like  jdhrlichf 
"  yearly^  j'dmmerlich,  "  lamentable,''  glucklich,  "  fortunate,'* 
schmerzlich,  "  painful,"  &c.*  The  occurrence  of  the  simple 
word  in  Northern,  Anglo-Saxon,  and  English,  may  be  ex- 
plained by  its  being  formed  by  abbreviating  the  Gothic 
galeika,  our  gleich,  by  removing  the  entire  prefix. 

417.  An  objection  against  the  identity  of  the  Gothic  suffix 
leika  and  Greek  \tKo^  could  hardly  be  raised  'from  the  non- 
mutation  of  sound  in  the  middle  tenuis.  I  refer  the  reader, 
on  this  head,  to  §.  89.,  for  example  to  the  connection  of  the 
Gothic  aUpa  and  Old  High  German  imuppiu  with  the  San- 
scrit svapimu  Latin  sopio,  and  Greek  vwvo^^  in  spite  of  the 
retention  of  the  old  tenuis.  The  long  i  (in  Gfothic  written 
ei)  in  the  Germanic  formation,  answering  to  the  short  in 
tlie  Greek  X/ko^,  and  Prakrit  risa  or  disa,  will  still  less  be 
a  ground  for  rejecting  the  identity  of  the  suffix  under  dis- 
cussion in  the  three  languages ;  for  as  the  original  form  is 
darka  (see  p.  598),  the  rejection  of  the  r  may  well  have  been 
compensated  by  lengthening  the  preceding  vowel ;  and  the 
Germanic,  therefore,  in  this  respect,  approaches  the  original 
form  one  degree  closer  than  the  cognate  Hellenic  and 
Prakrit  idiom. 

418.  The  Old  Sclavonic  exhibits  our  suffix  exactly  in  the 
same  form  as  the  Greek,  in  the  masculine  and  neuter  liko, 
nominative  masculine  lik  (according  to  §.  257.),  neuter  liko  ; 
hence  ioliky  toHko,  " talis"  " tale''  or  "  tantus,'*'  " tan<tim,"= 
Greek  rtjKtKo^,  rrjXtKov,  and  Prakrit  tdrisd,  tdris-an,  Sanscrit 


«  See  the  Old  High  German  compounds  of  this  kind  in  Graff  II.  106. 
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tddrUaSf  tddriiam :  kolikt  kolikof  "  qualis,'*  "  quale,''  "  guantus" 
"  quantum  f=^Greek  vtjTu'ko^,  vtjTsJkov,  Prakrit  kirh6,  kirisan^ 
Sanscrit  kidriias,  kidrisam:  yelik,  yelikOf  relative  =  Greek 
TfTiiKog^  ^XIkoVp  Prakrit  ydrisd,  ydmofi,  Sanscrit  yddriiaSf 
yddrtiam.  With  respect  to  the  relative  expression,  it  is 
important  to  remark,  that,  in  this  derivative,  the  base  ye 
(euphonic  for  yo\  which  commonly  signifies  "he^  (§.  282.}, 
has  preserved  the  original  relative  signification  without  the 
elsewhere  necessary  enclitic  she.  Dobrowsky,  however 
(p.  344),  in  assuming  ik  alone  in  this  derivative  as  suffix 
''  interposUo  tamen  l^  appears  not  to  have  noticed  the  sur^ 
prising  similarity  of  the  Greek  forms  in  X/icof,  otherwise  he 
would  have  assigned  to  the  /  a  more  important  share  in  the 
work  of  derivation.  The  Sclavonic  forms  differ  from  those 
of  the  cognate  languages  in  this,  that  they  do  not  lengthen 
the  final  vowel  of  the  primitive  pronoun,  or  replace  o  by  a : 
for,  according  to  §.  255.  a.,  the  Sclavonic  o  corresponds  to  the 
Sanscrit  short  a,  and  a  to  the  long  d.  We  should  therefore 
look  for  iaiik  as  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  tddriia-s,  and 
Prakrit  idrisd.  It  cannot,  however,  be  matter  of  surprise, 
that,  in  the  course  of  thousands  of  years,  which  separate  the 
Sclavonic  from  identity  with  its  cognate  idioms,  a  weakening 
of  the  vowel  should  have  taken  place  in  the  preceding  case ; 
as  shortenings,  weakenings,  and  abrasions  of  sounds,  are  the 
most  common  alterations  which  time  introduces  into  the 
original  form  of  a  language.  There  are,  however,  in  Scla- 
vonic, other  formations  of  cognate  meaning,  in  which  the 
base  syllable  has  retained  the  old  weight  of  the  vowels,  but 
the  suffix  has  been  abbreviated  by  dropping  the  syllable  /i, 
and  appears  in  combination  with  the  affix  of  the  definite 
declension:  hence  takyi,  ''talis,'*  kakyt,  "qualis?"  yakyu 
''quoits'^  (relative).*    The    simple    neuters,  that  is,   those 


*  I>obrow8ky  (p.  343)  inoorrectly  regards  ak  as  derivative,  since  in 

Q  Q  respect 
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divested  of  the  definite  affix  fako,  kako,  occur  as  adverbs,  the 
former  with  the  signification  <'so,"  the  latter  with  that  of 
"  how  ? "  By  the  rejection  of  the  syllable  fi,  takyi  and  its 
correlatives,  in  respect  to  their  last  element,  become  identical 
with  the  interrogative  kyt,  **quis9^  which  is  likewise  de- 
clined definitely ;  and  therefore  we  cannot  entirely  set  aside 
the  objection,  that  takyi  is  a  compound  of  the  demonstrative 
with  the  interrogative.  The  explanation  given  above  is  to 
be  preferred,  because  by  it  the  a  of  the  first  member  of  the 
compound,  as  also  the  signification  of  the  whole,  is  shewn 
to  have  a  very  ancient  foundation  ;  while  by  the  second  mode 
we  should  not  be  able  to  see  why  iokyi,  yekyif  kokyi,  should 
not  be  used,  or  tkyt,*  ikyi;  and  why  the  mere  accusative  of 
the  interrogative  to  the  pronoun  preceding  should  have  the 
same  effect  as  the  suffix  under  discussion  has  in  the  cognate 
languages. 

419.  But  if  the  Old  Sclavonic  correlatives  taJcyit  kakyi, 
yoki/t,  are  abbreviations  of  talikyif  &c.,  then  the  ana- 
logous and  aequi-significant  Lithuanian  forms  toks,  '*  talus,''^ 
kokSf  *^  qualis''''  (theme  tokia,  kokia^  see  §.411.),  must  also  be 
viewed  in  this  light,  and  the  agreement  of  the  former 
with  the  tockin  (Grimm.  III.  40.),  which  exists  in  Old 
Swedish,  together  with  tolik  and  tolkiny  would  consequently 
not  be  fortuitous.  The  Latin  suffix  li  in  taUst  qualis, 
tequalis,*  exhibits  a  contrary  abbreviation,  since  it  has 
retained   the   full   extent  of  the  original  adjective  of  simi- 


respect  to  the  primitive  pronoun  he  proceeds  from  the  abbreviated  nomina- 
tive masculine  fy  k\  t,  a&d,  in  geneitd,  is  very  obscure  regarding  the  theme 
of  the  base  words,  and  the  historical  relation  of  the  o  to  a,  which,  in  §.  265.  a., 
is  developed  through  the  Sanscrit,  as  also  its  length. 

*  According  to  the  analogy  of  kto^  chtOy  §.  400. 

t  Mqtuilis  is,  probably,  with  regard  to  its  last  element,  identical  with 
qualify  inasmuch  as  cequus  is  most  probably  connected  with  the  Sanscrit 
^^n^  Ska-s^  ^^  unus^"  and  the  latter  is,  in  its  final  syllable,  identical  with 
the  interrogative  base  ka  (§.  308.). 
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larity,  as  also  the  long  vowel  of  the  pronominal  base,  but 
has  lost  the  last  syllable,  or  the  guttural  only,  of  irT9^ 
iddrikf  4v^  kidrik  (§.  415.),  fjTuK'^,  6fujKtK-s>  The  identity  of 
the  formation  lies  beyond  all  doubt,  and  Voss  has  already 
shewn  that  falis  is  identical  with  roKiKog,  To  the  constant 
occurrence  of  a  long  a  in  these  ancient  forms  may  be 
ascribed  the  fistct,  that,  in  more  modem  formations  of  this 
sort,  particularly  belonging  to  the  Latin,  an  a  is  inserted 
before  the  suffix,  or  added  to  the  primitive  base,  in  case 
it  terminates  with  a  consonant;  hence,  regalis,  legalist 
conptgalU,  hiemalis,  camaUs^  atyuralis,  &c.  On  the  other 
liand,  in  bases  with  a  shor€  final  vowel  this  is  merely 
lengthened,  and  the  u  (o)  of  the  second  declension  is 
changed  into  a  long  i  instead  of  the  short  i,  which  is  else- 
where introduced  before  suffixes;  hence,  civt-Us,  hosti- 
lUf  juvevi-Ust  from  civU  hodh  /uveni  ;  and  so,  also,  viri-lis 
from  virUf  pueri-lia  from  pueru,  serti-lis  from  servut  &c. : 
anhlist  also,  from  the  organic  a  of  the  fourth  declension, 
which  is  no  less  subject  to  be  weakened  to  i,  as  is  proved 
by  the  dative  ablatives  in  i-bus.  Here,  perhaps,  may  be 
classed,  also,  though  with  a  short  t,  words  in  ti-lis  or  si-lis, 
which  spring  either  from  lost  abstracts  in  ti-s,  si-s^  or 
passive  participles,  the  u  of  which  must  be  weakened 
before  the  new  suffix  to  i ;  thus,  fidi-lis,  missi-liSf  either 
from  the  obsolete  abstracts  JkH-Sf  missi'S — whence  the 
secondary  forms^io,  missio — or  from  ^119  (weakened  from 
faduSf  §•  6.),  missus.  So,  also,  simi-lis,  with  short  i,  from 
the  lost  primitive  «tii»tt*9= Sanscrit  samors,  "  similar,"' 
Gothic  sama  (theme  samaiC),  and  Greek  o/xo-; ;  and  humi-lis. 


*  From  the  primitlTe  base  Juven  sSanscrit  ytivariy  comes  juvendlis ; 
genUlis  comes  from  a  base  genii  (compare  Lithuanian  ^m^w,  ^*  kinsman  '*), 
the  •  of  which,  and  consequently  the  t  also,  are  suppressed  in  the  nomi- 
native gens. 

t  Compare  Influence  of  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words,  p.  24. 

QQ  2 
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from  humus.  The  a  of  the  first  declension,  which  is  ori- 
ginally long  (§.  118.)>  has  preserved  its  length  before  this 
suffix ;  hence,  vitalis,  bedialis,  amphoralis.  As  the  u  of 
the  second  declension,  according  to  its  derivation,  repre- 
sents a  short  a  (§.  116.),  and,  in  the  feminine,  passes  into  a, 
it  is  not  extraordinary  that,  in  this  class  of  words  also, 
adjectives  in  a-lis  occur,  instead  of  t-lis,  asfata-lis,  infemd-lUt 
Itberorlis.  So,  also,  esurwrlist  from  esurie-s,  where  it  is  to 
be  observed  that  the  e  of  the  fifth  declension  springs  from 
a  (§§.  151.  and  137.):  on  the  other  hand,  in  fide-lis,  the  e  is 
retained.  Fame-licus  stands  alone,  and  is  remarkable,  as 
it  has  preserved  our  suffix  entire,  and  its  licus  corresponds 
exactly  to  the  Greek  \tKO£.  If,  as  I  readily  assume  with  M* 
Schmidt  (1.  c.  p.  73),  felicSf  also,  should  be  classed  here,  as 
analogous  to  rj-\i^,  ofifj-Ta^,*  still  I  do  not  look  for  its  primi- 
tive element  in  the  root/e,  from  which  come  fe-tus,  fe-iurot 
fe-mina,  &c.,  but  in  a  lost  substantive  base,  which  is,  in 
Sanscrit,  ht^  bh^,  and  signifies  "fortune."^  FeliXf  there- 
fore, would  have  lost  a  guttural,  as  fut-men  for  fidg-mens 
lu-men  for  luc-men ;  and  in  respect  to  its  last  element,  and 
the  signification  of  its  first  member,  it  would  agree  excel- 
lently with  our  gluck'lich,  "  fortunate."  Here  it  is  to  be 
observed,  that  the  suffix  under  discussion  does  not  form, 
in  the  cognate  languages,  any  primitive  words  direct  from 
the  root,  but  only  derivatives  or  compounds.  Contrary, 
therefore,  to  my  former  conjecture,  I  can  no  longer  class 
words  like  cigiliSf  fragilis,  docilis,  in  respect  to  their  suffix, 
with  words  like  the  abovementioned,  civiUs,  virilis,  servilis. 
In  the  former,  the  /  is,  perhaps,  primitive,  and  not,  as  in 
the  latter,  a  corruption  of  d.  In  this  case,  a  suffix  la  or 
ila^  in    Sanscrit,    presents    itself  for    comparison,    as    in 


«  But  with  long  i  like  the  Gothic  leikg  (§.  417). 
t  Compare  manda-hhaj^  "  having  bad  fortune^**  ^'  onfortanate."     The 
cognate  IMga  is  more  used. 


««  I  ww^^m^m^^^^mg^^^mm^tmmmfmm^ 
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an^ila-s,  "wind/*  from  aru  "to  blow/'  to  which  we  shall 
return  when  treating  of  the  formation  of  words.  I  am 
unable  to  cite,  in  Zend,  an  adjective  in  combination  with 
pronominal  bases,  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  dris, 
drisjf  or  driksha ;  but  I  find,  V.  S.  p.  39,  the  expression 
jAM<p>sff^xs»^  hvaredaresGy  *'  like  the  sun  *";  and  by  it  the 
opinion  is  confirmed,  that  the  r  of  the  Sanscrit  forms  is  an 
abbreviation  of  ar, 

PRONOMINAL  ADVERBS. 

420.  Locative  adverbs  are  formed,  in  Sanscrit,  by  the 
suffix  tra,  which  is  attached  directly  to  the  true  theme ; 
hence,  a-tra^  **  here,^**  ta-tra,  "  there,'*''  amU'trOf  "  yonder," 
ku'tra,  "where?"  ya-tra,  "where""  (relative).  This  trch 
which  is,  in  Zend,  according  to  §.  47.,  j<i7<^  thru  (ithra, 
"  here,"  avathra,  "  there,"  yathra,  "  where  ")  is  probably  a 
contraction  of  the  comparative  suffix  tara^  and,  with  regard 
to  its  termination,  perhaps  an  instrumental  (see  p.  38 1). 
The  Latin  pronominal  adverbs  d-tra  and  ul-tra,  therefore, 
are  of  the  same  class,  excluding  the  difierence  of  the 
case-forms,  and  also  the  Gothic  ablative  adverbs  in 
thrd,  mentioned  at  p.  384 ;  compare,  tha-thrd,  "  thence," 
with  mr  ta-tra,  "  there  ";  hvathrS,  "  whence?"  with  Tptkufra, 
"  where  ?"  and  alyathrd  *' aliunde,"''  with  ^Rnr  anyaira,  "  altbV 
Locative  pronominal  adverbs  are  also  formed  in  Zend  by 
the  suffix  As^^dAa  (see  p.  386,  &c.),  which,  in  Sanscrit,  is 
abbreviated  to  Aa,  but  is  found  only  in  f-Ao,  "  here,"  and 
sa-ha,  "  with  "  (Veda  sa-dha).  In  Greek  corresponds,  as  has 
been  remarked,  the  suffix  da  of  iv6ay  evravda  ;*  and  probably, 
also,  ^o  in  vavr<t)(o-dev,  &c.,  as  well  as  <re  (p.  388),  which 
expresses  direction  to  a  place,  unless  the  latter  has  been 


*  Page  387.  With  respect  to  the  conjectare  there  expressed  regardu3g 
a  possible  thematic  identity  between  evda,  A)(D^«/Aa,  and  n/Aa,  refer  to 
§.373. 
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abbreviated  from  ^  tra,  by  rejecting  the  r  and  weakening 
the  t  to  8.  In  Gothic,  the  suffix  th  or  d  most  certainly 
corresponds,  in  forms  like  hva-th  or  hva-dy  "whither,'" 
alya-th,  ahXtxre,  yain-d  (for  yaina-d),  eKciae.  The  conjunction 
Uhf  "but,"*  "if,"  "for,"  is  completely  identical  with  m^ 
idha,  Jj^  iha*  The  8  of  o-is  and  ul-s  in  Latin  has  been 
already  compared  with  Ot  (§.  396.  Note). 

421.  In  Sanscrit,  adverbs  are  formed  by  the  suffix  n^ 
tas,  not  only  from  pronominal  bases,  but  also  from  sub- 
stantives and  adjectives,  which  express  removal  from,  and 
frequently  supply  the  place  of  the  ablative.  The  suffix 
tas,  as  has  been  before  remarked  (p.  471,  Rem.  5.),  is  con- 
nected also  in  form  with  the  ablative  character,  and 
appears  only  a  continuation  of  it,  or  an  abbreviation. 
In  Latin,  the  suffix  tus  corresponds  regularly;  compare 
cwHTUS  with  svargaTAS,  "from  heaven."  The  syllable 
tur  of  igitur,  may  also  be  related  to  it,  the  a  being 
exchanged  for  r.  Tlie  preceding  igi  would  then,  as 
has  been  elsewhere  remarked  (Demonstrative  Bases,  p.  8), 
admit  of  comparison  with  ^  ihch  "  here  ";  to  which,  with 
regard  to  the  g,  it  bears  the  same  relation  that  ego  does 
to  ^j^  aham.  Igitur,  therefore,  would  originally  signify 
"  hence,"  or  "  from  this  "  (ground).  In  Sanscrit  there  is 
a  modification  of  the  suffix  under  discussion,  formed  by 
changing  the  tenuis  to  the  sonant  aspirate  in  WIR^  a-dhas, 
"  beneath,"  and  on  this  is  based  the  Greek  Oev  and  Scla- 
vonic du  (see  pp.  379,  380).^      Compare, 


*  Pp.  386,  388.  The  Sanscrit  V  dh  requires  the  Greek  6 ;  but,  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  for  the  permutation  of  sounds,  the  Gothic  d  conesponds 
to  the  Greek  6 :  at  the  end  of  a  word,  however,  th  is  preferred  to  d  (§.  91.) 

1 1  wish  to  limit  what  has  been  said  at  §.  2d3.  Rem.  in  this  particular,  that 
though  onoudu  and  ovoUdu  are  compounds  of  iida^  the  u  of  onudife  and  Midye 
has  been  developed  from  the  o  of  the  bases  ONOy  TO^  precisely  as  the  u 
of  uduy  or  ydduy  and  udye  (for  yudye)  from  YO.    I  therefore  consider  the 

forms 
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vo-dev, 

Oi'M'dH. 

To-Oev, 

ot'tA-dA, 

o-dev. 

yA-^tt-she. 
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tortas, 
yatas. 

The  Latin  offers  for  comparison  unde,  for  cunde  (ali-cunde) 
and  inde,  the  de  of  which  I  have  no  doubt  is  connected  with  the 
Sanscrit  suffix  tas  or  dhaa,  the  Greek  dev,  and  Sclavonic  di. 
Unde  has,  in  addition,  received  a  nasal,  which  is  not  to  be 
explained  by  transposition  from  the  Greek  dev,  as  the  blend- 
ing of  nasal  sounds,  which  are  governed  by  the  organ  of  the 
consonant  following,  is  very  common.  Remark  the  fre- 
quently-mentioned relation  of  ambo,  a/n^,  to  the  Sanscrit 

9)1^  ubhdUf  and  Sclavonic  obcu  Aliunde,  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  anyatas,  "  elsewhere,"'  need  not  be  regarded  as  a 
compound  of  unde  ;  but  it  is  probable  that  the  u  of  aliu-nde 
belongs  to  the  theme  of  aliu-s,  and  corresponds,  therefore,  to 
the  Indian  a  of  anya-tus.  So,  also,  ali-bi  and  aliu-bi  are 
scarcely  compounds  of  tbi  and  vbU  but  combinations  of  the 
dative  termination  6i,  which  is  contained  in  ti-bU  si-bi,  i-^i, 
and  u-bi,  with  the  base  ALIU,  either  suppressing  the  final 
vowel — whence  ali-bi— or  retaining  it  as  in  aliu-bi.  Whether, 
however,  a  nasal  has  been  inserted  in  inde,  depends  upon 
whether  it  springs  from  the  base  t — whence  m,  ibi^  &c. — 
or  from  in  =  Sanscrit  ana  (§.  273.).  The  very  isolated  pre- 
position c/e,  in  Latin,  is,  perhaps,  an  abbreviation  of  the  San- 
scrit wm^  adhas,  **  below,^  and  therefore,  in  origin,  identical 
with  the  sequi-sonant  suffix  of  inde,  unde,  and  aliunde.  A 
form  hi-nde  or  hu-nde,  tsU-nde  or  istu-nde,  and  illi-nde  or 
tllu-nde,  might  also  be  expected.     But  instead  of  these  we 


fonns  tudu^  ^'  thence,"  and  Arixi/u,  ^^  whence  V  which  occur  only  in  combi- 
nation with  the  preposition  ot,  as  simple. 

*  From  the  weakened  base  ku  (§.  389.),  for  katas,  to  be  expected  from 
KA,  on  which  are  based  the  Greek  rodev,  from  Ko^^er ,  and  Sclavonic  kudv. 
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find  hinCf  vttinc,  illinCf  regarding  which  it  is  unknown  whence 
comes  their  meaning  of  separation  from  a  place,  unless  the 
syllable  de,  as  exponent  of  this  direction,  has  been  removed 
from  them,  and  the  enclitic  c  has  assumed  its  place,  which 
would  surprise  us  least  in  hinc.  Hinc  may,  perhaps,  be  an 
abbreviation  of  hinde^  as  the  neuter  Iwc  of  hode  (§.  395). 
The  locative  adverbs  hie,  illic^  istic,  I  regard  as  datives,  of 
which  the  character,  according  to  §.  200.,  has  been  taken 
from  the  Sanscrit  locative;  and  which,  in  ruri^  also  has 
retained  the  original  meaning.  Istic  and  illic  are,  for  the 
use  of  language,  sufficiently  distinguished  from  the  forms 
isti  and  illi,  which  are  used  for  the  dative  relation ;  while  for 
hie  a  distinction  from  the  proper  dative  must  be  differently 
sought  in  the  dropping  the  euphonic  u  (from  v).*  Hie, 
therefore,  is,  in  this  respect,  distinguished  from  huic,  as  the 
nominative  hie,  for  which  huic  might  be  expected,  from  qVL 

422.  Adverbs  of  time  are  formed  in  Sanscrit  by  the  suffix 
^  dd,  hence  kadd,  "  when  ?  '*  tadd,  "  then  ";  yadd,  "  when  ?  " 
"at  which  time";  ikadd,  "once";  sadd,  "always":  the  latter 
springs  from  the  energetic  demonstrative  base  sa  (§.  345.), 
whence  also  ^arra,  *' every  "(§.  381.).  Perhaps  the  Greek 
re  is,  in  an  anomalous  manner,  connected  with  this  dd,  by  a 
permutation  of  sound,  which  has  become  a  principle  in  Ger- 
manic, since  nearly  all  old  medials,  as  far  as  they  have  not 
experienced  a  second  modification  in  High  German,  become 
tenues.  In  Sclavonic  corresponds  the  suffix  gda,  which  I 
think  must  be  divided  into  g-da,  since  I  regard  it  as  a  deri- 
vative of  the  interrogative  base,  which  has  ceased  to  be  used 
alone,  and  which  may  have  signified  "when,"  or  "once  on 
a  time  ^;  and  the  guttural  tenuis  has  given  place  to  a  medial, 
on  account  of  the  d  following,  according  to  the  analogy  of 
gdye,  "  where  ?''''  (§.  293.  Rem.).  This  gda,  unconscious  of  its 
derivation,  is  combined  with  the  interrogative  itself;  hence 


«  See  p.  549  and  §§.  394. 395. 
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kagde,  '*  when  ?  *"  and  togda, "  then.'*  But  in  MSS.  is  found  for 
inogda,  **  at  another  time,^  also  the  simple  indof  as  a  more 
exact  couutertype  of  the  Sanscrit  anya-dd,  but  with  the  o  of 
the  hase  INO  suppressed,  which  is  retained  in  inogda  and 
similar  forms,  to  avoid  the  great  accumulation  of  consonants. 
Together  with  yegda^  ore^  occurs,  also,  the  simple  yeda^  but 
with  a  change  of  signification,  viz.  as  an  interrogative  par- 
ticle (Dobr.  p.  432).  In  Lithuanian  the  simple  suffix  appears 
both  in  the  unweakened  interrogative  base,  and  in  other 
pronouns  and  words,  the  nature  of  which  borders  on  that  of 
pronouns,  and  which,  in  Sanscrit,  are  declined  like  pronouns. 
Thus,  niekadof  "  never,"  after  withdrawing  the  negative  ele- 
ment, corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  ikadd,  *'once^';  kada, 
"when,'*  and  tada,  "then,''*  are  identical  with  the  Sanscrit 
expressions  of  the  same  sound  and  signification ;  wissadh 
means  "  always,"  and  anday  (for  anadh),  '*  at  that  time."  It 
may  be  allowed  here  to  mention  two  other  Lithuanian  cd- 
verbs  of  time,  which  are  not,  indeed,  connected  with  the 
suffix  dd,  but  required  previous  mention  on  other  accounts; — 
I  mean  dabir,  "  now,"  and  komet,  "  when  ?  "  In  the  first  part 
of  da-bar  I  believe  may  be  seen  a  weakened  form  of  the 
demonstrative  base  ta;  in  the  latter,  a  remnant  of  the  term 
for  "  time,"  mentioned  at  p  425  ;  viz.  tnt  vdra,  Bengali  Mr, 
and  therefore  a  word  akin  to  the  syllable  -ber  in  the  Latin 
name  for  months.  As  regards,  however,  the  final  portion 
of  komeif  it  recalls,  on  account  of  the  frequent  interchange 
of  V  and  m,  the  suffix  vat  in  the  Sanscrit  adverbs  of  time, 
idmt,  "  now,"  ydvat,  "at  which  time"  (§.  412),  with  which  we 
have  endeavoured  to  compare  the  Greek  TTJ/Jto^,  rjfios*  We 
return  to  the  suffix  da,  in  order  to  remark,  that,  by  a  perver- 
sion of  the  language,  it  is  so  regarded  as  though  the  adverbs 
formed  with  it  were  substantives  or  adjectives  capable  of 
declension.  Thus  arise  the  forms  in  dds,  daU  and  dais; 
the  two  first  with  feminine  genitive  and  dative  tormina^ 
tion,  the  last  with  the  masculine  plural  instrumental  ter- 
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mination.  For  the  rdekada  mentioned  above  occurs,  there- 
fore, also  niekadds,  niekadaii  and  niekadaU.  For  dai  is  also 
written  day ;  hence  today  as  well  as  tadh ;  and  the  form 
tad  occurs  with  a  suppressed,  and  tadda,  taddayt  with  d 
doubled,  just  as  kad^  kadda,  kadday,  for  kadh.  To  the 
latter,  and  to  the  Sanscrit  m^  kadA,  corresponds,  perhaps, 
the  Latin  quando;  so  that  a  nasal  would  have  been  inserted 
before  the  T  sound,  as  above  in  unde  (p.  59l).  The  cor- 
relative tandof  however,  is  wanting.  The  following  table 
may  serve  as  a  general  view  of  the  points  of  comparison 
obtained : 

SANSCRIT.  LITH.  OLD  SOL.      GREEK.  LATIN. 

kadd,  kadch  kogdu,  wore,  quando. 

tadd,  tadh,  togda.  Tore,  .  .  . 

yaddf  .  .  y^da,  ore,  .  .  . 

anyaddf        *  .  inda,  aAAore,  .  .  . 

423.  The  suffix  dd  is  combined  in  Sanscrit  with  njm, 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  an  accusative  form  of  a  femi- 
nine pronominal  base  ni,  that  the  masculine  and  neuter  na 
(p.  335)  might  easily  form  in  the  feminine,  as  well  as  nd 
(see  §.  172.).  Thus  arise  taddnimt  '"then,""  and  iddnimf 
**  now."  As,  however,  the  simple  form  idd  has  become  ob- 
solete, the  Indian  grammarians  assume  a  suffix  ddnim. 
As  regards  the  origin  of  the  time-defining  dd,  it  appears 
to  be  an  abbreviation  of  ftf^n  divd,  *'  by  day,"  by  the  re- 
jection of  iv  ;  as,  in  Latin,  ev  is  rejected  noib  (&om  nevolo)^ 
I  recognise  a  different  kind  of  abbreviation  of  this  divd 
in  im  a-dya,  "  to-day,"  "  now,"  where  the  v  only  of  divd 
IB  removed,  and  the  final  d  shortened,  and  the  i,  according 
to  a  universal  phonetic  law,  changed  into  ^. 

424.  There  is  nothing  similar  in  the  cognate  languages  to 
the  Greek  correlatives  in  vUa — irtjviKOf  TijviKa,  ^vUa — be- 
sides the  Latin  donee,  danicum,  before  mentioned,  unless  it  be 
the  Sanscrit  adverb  nfif^ ani«am,  "eternal,"  "perpetual." 
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Buttmann  is  inclined  to  see  in  Ua  an  accusative  termination 
from   an  li^,  to  be  conjectured   from   the  Latin  vix^  vices 
(Liexil.  I[.  p.  227).     I  assent  to  this  explanation  only  in  so 
far  as  the  recognition  of  a  substantive  accusative  in  the  con- 
clading  part  of  these  formations.     I  do  not,  however,  divide 
mpf-iKa,  &C.,  but  wf-viKa^  and  thus  make  them  genuine  com- 
poandSt  of  which  the  first  member  does  not  contain  a  case- 
termination,  but  the  bare  theme.    We  may  regard,  therefore, 
in|,  ty;,  and  17,    as  feminine  bases,  or,  as  above,  in  r^fcos', 
^/Liof,  lengthened  forms  of  the  masculine  and  neuter.*    The 
latter  would  be  more  agreeable  to  the  original  principle  of 
the  formation  of  compounds ;  according  to  which,  pronouns 
and  adjectives,  at  the  beginning  of  compounds,  express  no 
distinction  of  sex,  and  therefore  never  appear  in  the  form  of 
the  theme,  which  is  peculiar  to  the  feminine,  but  in  that 
which  is  common  to  the  masculine  and  neuter,  in  which,  pro- 
perly, there  is  no  sex  expressed,  and  from  which  the  femi- 
nine theme  is  a  derivative.     In  the  preceding  case,  however, 
the  final  substantive  is  really  feminine,  if ,  as  I  conjecture, 
it  is  akin  to  the  Sanscrit  fti^nf^,    nominative  fifi^  fiiJEr, 
*' night  ^;   the  accusative  of  which,  ntiam,  is  contained  in 
the  abovementioned  ardsatth  "  eternal,'"  literally  "  without 
night.""      It  is  certain  that  the  Sanscrit  accusative  ruiam 
could,  in  Greek,  take  no  other  form  than  viKa,  as  ^^s  pro- 
ceeds from  i|  jt,  and,  in  Greek,  always  appears  as  k  (§.  2i.). 
The  Greek  base  wkt,  the  Latin  noct,  and  the  Grothic  nahti 
(nominative  nahts),  are,  in  Sanscrit,  represented  by  nakt,  of 
which  only  the  accusative  nakiam  ssnoctem,  vvkto,  remains 
in  use  as  an  adverb  ('*  by  night"),  and  in  the  unorganic  com- 
pound   ^flRR.  naJdanrcharch    ''night-walker.""       We   might 
therefore  derive  naktam,  alsa   from  a  theme  nakia.      If, 
then,  in  Sanscrit,  in  disadvantageous  comparison  with  its 
cognate  languages,  only  an  obscure  remnant  of  this  ruikt  is 

«  See  §.  352. 
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left  in  the  accusative  just  mentioned,  the  reverse  case  cannot 
be  surprising,  that  the  Greek  should  have  retained  of  nis, 
nik,  which  is  most  probably  akin  to  nakt,  only  the  accusative 
in  the  compounds  under  discussion.  As,  then,  in  n^  tadd, 
and  similar  formations,  if  the  explanation  of  the  suffix  given 
above  be  well  founded  (§.  423.),  there  is  only  a  formal  ex- 
pression of  "  day,"  and  yet  time  in  general  is  understood  in 
it ;  so,  according  to  the  view  here  proposed,  in  T?;v/ica,  "night*' 
would  be  selected  as  the  representative  of  time  in  general,  or 
of  a  particular  point  of  time,  which  might  easily  take  place 
through  the  dimming  of  the  primary  meaning  of  the  con- 
cluding element.  So  the  Sanscrit  adya,  "  to-day,"  "  on  this 
day" — its  original  meaning  being  lost  sight  of — is  not  unfre- 
quently  used  in  the  sense  of  "  now,"  "  in  this  moment^'*  If 
avTiKa  is  based  on  the  same  principle  of  formation  as  n/vijco, 
&c.,  it  is  then  an  abbreviation  of  avrrj-viKa,  which  is  also 
Buttmann*s  conjecture,  since  he  derives  it  from  r^v  avrifv 
iKa,  and  the  omission  of  the  tjv  would  resemble  that  of  the 
Latin  ev  in  nolo,  and  that  of  iv  in  the  Sanscrit  suffix  ddj  from 
divd.  But  if  we  follow  C.  6.  Schmidt  (Qusst  Gramm.  de 
Prsep.  Gr.  p.  49)  in  taking  avrUa  as  an  unabbreviated  form, 
we  might  then,  by  the  same  analogy,  derive  TTjvtKa  from  rijvos ; 
which  we  would  not,  however,  do,  as  there  is  no  form  vijvo^, 
whence  we  might  derive  wiyv/ico,  nor  rjvo^,  whence  ffviKa. 

425.  Adverbs  of  kind  and  manner  are  formed  in  Sanscrit 
by  addition  of  the  suffixes  ^  tham  and  ^  th6^  The  former 
occurs  only  in  i^^kathamy  "how?"  and  ^7q»^  itthanh  "so," 
and  it  has  been  before  compared  with  the  Latin  tern  in 
i-tem  and  au-tem  (§.  378.).  To  thd  answers  the  Latin  (a  in 
Ua  and  aliutd,  which  latter  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit 
ysf^fl^ anyathdf  "in  another  manner.'"  Besides  these  are 
formed,  in  Sanscrit,  by  this  suffix,  tathdt  "so,"  yathd,  "how?" 
(relative)  and  sarvcUhd,  "in  every  way."  A  suffix  ii,  of 
the  same  signification,  forms  with  the  demonstrative  base 
i  the  adverb  Ui,  **  so,"  the  only  analogous  form  to  which  is 
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the  preposition  ^iflr  atU  "  over/'  which  springs  from  the 
pronominal  base  m  (u*  In  Latin,  utU  "  as/'  and,  with  the 
i  abraded,  ut,  correspond  in  regard  to  the  suffix.  The  i  of 
Uidem  may  first  have  arisen  in  Latin  as  a  weakening  of 
iiaf  in  Zend  a»^j  ithoj  occasioned  by  the  incumbrance  of 
the  dem  (§.  6.).  The  suffixes  tqi^  tham  and  ^  thd  are  re- 
lated to  one  another  as  accusative  and  instrumental ;  the 
latter  according  to  the  principle  of  the  Zend  language 
(§.  158.),  and  which,  contrary  to  a  conjecture  given  at  §.  378., 
I  now  believe  must  be  taken  in  this  sense.  The  Zend, 
which  generally  shortens  the  long  d  at  the  end  of  poly- 
syllabic words,  uses  the  suffix  under  discussion  like  the 
Latin,  with  a  short  final  vowel ;  hence  asuj  itha  like  Ua. 
I  have  not  met  with  the  suffix  tham  in  Zend,  for  asCt)^ 
kutha  is  used  for  li^  kathatih  and  for  ^n^R^  Utham  the  m(^j 
itha  just  mentioned. 


*  Berlin  Jahrb.  Nov.  1830,  p.  702. 
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426.  The  Sanscrit  has  two  forms  for  the  active,  of 
which  the  one  is  appointed  for  the  transitive  and  out- 
wardly-operating direction  of  its  powers,  and  is  called 
by  the  Indian  grammarians  parasmdi-padamf  equivalent  to 
"  stranger  form'^  the  other,  which  is  called  dtmanApadam, 
Le.  "  self  form,"'^  serves,  when  it  stands  in  its  primitive 
signification,  for  reflective  or  intransitive  purposes,  or  shews 
that  the  action  is  to  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  subject, 
or  stands  in  some  near  relation  thereto.  For  instance, 
dd,  "  give,"'*  in  the  dtmanlpadamf  in  conjunction  with  the  pre- 
position d,  has  the  force  of  "take,"'  ue.  "give  oneself  **"*: 
the  causative  darsaydmU  "to  make  to  see,"'  **to  shew," 
acquires,  through  the  terminations  of  the  4tmanepadam,  the 
signification  "shew  itself";  si,  "lie"  {iUi^Kelrcu),  ds, 
"sit'*''  (d8t6  =  rj(rrai,ip.  II 8),  mudf  "to  be  pleased,"  "please 
oneself,"  ruch,  "  to  shine,"  "  please,"  "  please  oneself,"  are 
only  used  in  the  dtmanipadafn ;  ydch,  "to  require,"  "pray,"  has 
both  forms,  but  the  reflective  prevails,  as  we  most  generally 
require  or  pray  for  our  own  advantage.  In  general,  how- 
ever, the  language,  as  it  at  present  exists,  disposes  of  both 
forms  in  rather  an  arbitrary  manner.  But  few  verbs  have 
retained  the  two ;  and  where  this  happens,  the  primitive  in- 
tention of  both  seldom  shews  itself  distinctly.  Of  the  cognate 
languages,  only  the  Zend,  the  Greek,  and  the  Gothic  have 
retained  this  primitive  form ;  for  that  the  Gothic  passive  is 


*  X[K0i  panumdi  ib  the  dative  oipara^  '^  the  other." 

t  VrW<T  dtman^  ^^sou],"  of  which  the  dative,  dtmani^  ia  used  above,  in 
the  ohlique  cases  often  fills  the  place  of  a  piononn  of  the  third  person, 
generally  with  a  reflective  signification. 
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identical  in  construction  with  the  Indo-Greek  middle  has 
been  already  shewn  in  my  Conjugation-system.*  Grimm 
has  since  directed  attention  to  two  expressions  which  have 
remained  unnoticed  in  former  Grammars,  and  which  are  of 
the  greatest  importance,  as  having  preserved  the  old  medial 
form  also  in  a  medial  signification.  Ulfilas,  namely,  twice 
(Matt  xxvii  43.  and  Mark  xv.  32.)  translates  icoera)8ara>  by 
^  aMeigadaUs**  and  once  (Matt  xxvii.  43.)  puracfto  by  "  laua- 
yadauJ^  Lately,  also,  v.  Gabelentz  and  Lobe,  in  their  valu- 
able edition  of  Ulfilas  (pp.  187  and  225),  have  justly  as- 
signed the  following  forms  to  one  lately  brought  to  light,  by 
Castiglione's  edition  of  St  Paul's  Epistles,  to  the  middle: 
ufkunnandat  yvwrovrau  (John  xiii.  35.) ;  /atancfo,  ^*  vitupercmC 
(Rom.  ix.  19.);  gavasyada  undi%xin€int  kvivoTfrat  oapOoLpiav 
(1  Cor.  XV.  54.);  vavrkyada,  epyi^erat  (2  Cot. iv.  17.);  ustiuhadaf 
Karepya^erat  (2  Cor.  viL  10.) ;  and  liugandau,  yafLyf<TaTw<rav 
(1  Cor.  viL  9.).  Grimm,  in  the  first  edition  of  his  Grammar 
(p.  444),  gives  the  forms  aUleigadau  and  lausyadau,  as  I  doubt 
not  justly,  as  imperatives,  but  considers  them  as  erroneous 
transferences  of  the  Greek  expressions  into  the  passive 
form*  What  however,  could  induce  Ulfilas  to  translate  the 
middle  pvaiadiOf  not  to  mention  the  active  Kara^rdHf  by  a 
passive,  having  so  many  other  opportunities  for  exchanging 
Greek  middles  for  passives  ?  In  the  second  edition  (L  855) 
Grimm  asks,  "Have  we  here  the  third  conjugation  of  a 
Gothic  middle?"  Were  they,  however,  conjunctiva  media, 
tbey  must  then  have  retained  the  characteristic  %  of  this 
^Qf^  and,  in  this  respect  have  answered  to  the  Indo-Greek 
such  as  bharita  (from  bharaiia),  ^potro.  The  middle 
passive  could  not  be  distinguished  by  the  insertion  or 
>ression  of  the  exponent  of  the  conjunctive  relation, 
plain,  therefore^  aUteigadau  and  lauwyadatL,  as  well  as 
later  liugandau  {yafjajaATfaa'av),  without  hesitation,   as 
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«  P.  122.    Compare  Vocalismus,  p.  79,  and  Grimm  1. 1050. 
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imperatives  of  the  middle  voice ;  as  they  answer  excellently 
well  to  the  Sanscrit  medial  imperatives,  as  bkar-orfdm,  "  he 
should  bear  or  receive  ";  bhar-a-ntdm,  "  they  should  bear  or 
receive/^  The  Gothic  au  has  the  same  relation  here  to 
the  Sanscrit  dnif  as,  in  the  first  conjunctive  person  active* 
where,  for  instance  siyau,  *'ich  seiT  "I  may  be,*  answers 
to  tiie  Sanscrit  sy6m.  The  old  m  has  merged  into  u,  and 
formed  a  diphthong  with  the  preceding  a  (compare  §.  265.  g.). 
In  respect  to  form,  however,  atsteigadau,  lausyadau,  and  liu- 
gandau  are  passive ;  and  Ulfilas  would  probably  have  also 
rendered  "  he  should  be  freed '^  by  lausyadau.  In  the  transla- 
tion of  the  Bible,  however,  an  occasion  for  the  use  of  the  pas- 
sive imperative  rarely  occurs. 

427.  While  the  Greek  and  Gothic  have  carried  over 
the  medial  form  into  the  passive,  so  that  the  passive  and 
middle,  with  the  exception  of  the  Greek  aorist  and  future, 
are  perfectly  identical ;  in  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend  the  pas- 
sive, indeed,  exhibits  the  more  important  terminations  of 
the  middle,  through  which  the  symbolical  retro-operation 
of  the  action  on  the  subject  is  expressed,  but  a  practical 
distinction  occurs  in  the  special  tenses  (§.  109^),  in  that 
the  syllable  ya — of  which  more  hereafter — is  appended  to 
the  root,  but  the  characteristic  additions  and  other  pecu- 
liarities, by  which  the  different  classes  are  distinguished 
^  in  the  two  active  forms,  are  resumed.     In  Greek,  SeiVc-wz-Tai 

is  as  well  passive  as  medial,  but  in  Sanscrit  f'fgil'  chi-mi-ti^ 
from  frf  chif  "  collect,"'  is  only  medial,  and  the  passive  is 
ckt-ya-tS :  in  Greek,  SiSorm,  tdTrarou,  are  as  well  passive  as 
medial ;  in  Sanscrit  the  kindred  forms  ^  dat-tit  anomalous 
for  dada-tS,  ftXWk  tishtha-ii  only  medial,  and  their  passive 
becomes  di-yati,  stM-yati.  As  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend  pas- 
sive, except  that  with  the  omission  of  the  class  peculiarities 


*  Some  of  the  roots  in  d  weaken  that  vowel  to  •  before  the  paadve 
characteristic  ya. 
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it  is  formed  immediately  from  the  root,  answers  to  other  de- 
rivative verbs,  the  causal,  desiderative,  and  intensitive,  we, 
in  treating  of  them,  shall  return  to  it.  The  middle,  how- 
ever, we  shall  treat  pari  passu  with  the  transitive  active 
form,  as  it  is  distinguished  from  this  latter,  in  nearly  every 
case,  only  by  the  extension  of  the  personal  terminations. 

428.  The  moods  in  Sanscrit  are  five,  if  we  include  the 
indicative,  in  which,  in  bcU  no  mood,  but  only  mere  re- 
lations  of  time,  are    expressed.      The  absence  of  modal 
accessary  notions  is  its  characteristic.      The  other  moods 
are,   the  potential,   imperative,  precative,  and  conditional. 
Besides  these,  we  find  in  the  Vedas  fragments  of  a  mood, 
which,  in  the  principle  of  its  formation,  corresponds  to  the 
Grreek  subjunctive,  and  by  the  grammarians  is  called  Kl* 
The   same   moods,  even  to  the  conjunctive,  or  lit,  exist  in 
Zend,  only  I  am  not  able  to  lay  down  the  conditional, 
which  stands  in  nearest  connection  with  the  future,  and 
which  in  Sanscrit,  also,  is  very  rare.    The  infinitive  and  par- 
ticiple belong  to  the  noun.      The  indicative  has  six  tenses, 
viz.  one  present,  three  preterites,  and  two  futures.    The  pre- 
terites, in  form,  correspond  to  the  Greek  imperfect,  aorist, 
and  perfect.     With  their  use,  however,  the  language,  in  its 
present  condition,  deals  very  capriciously ;  for  which  reason, 
in  my  Grammar,  I  have  named  them  only  with  reference 
to  their  form  :  the  first,  single-formed  augmented  preterite  ; 
the  second,  multiform  augmented  preterite ;  and  the  third, 
reduplicated  preterite.      Both  futures  are  likewise  indis- 
tinguishable in  their  use,  and  I  name  them  according  to 
their  composition :  the  one,   which  answers  to  the  Greek 


*  The  Indian  grammarians  name  the  tenses  and  moods  after  vowels, 
which,  for  the  names  of  the  principal  tenses,  are  inserted  between  ^ 
/  and  7  ty  and,  for  the  names  of  the  secondary,  between  ^  /  and  ^ 
n.  Thus  the  names  run,  lat^  Ut^  lut^  Irif^  iit^  16 1^  latiy  /m,  lun^  Irin.  See 
Colebrooke's  Grammar,  pp.  132. 181. 
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and  Lithuanian  future,  and  is   most   used,  the   auxiliary- 
future  ;  the  other,  the  participial  future,  as  its   first  ele- 
ment is  a  participle  which  answers  to  the  Latin  in  tunu. 
In  the   Zend  I  have  not  yet  detected  this  tense,  but   all 
the  other  Sanscrit  tenses  I  have,  and  have  given  proofs  of 
this    in   the    reviews    mentioned    in  the    preface   (p.  xi). 
The  moods  which  stand  opposed  to  the  indicative  have,  in 
Sanscrit  and  Zend,  only  one  tense ;  yet  the  potential  aud 
precative  have,  in    fact,   such   a  relation   to  each   other* 
as,  in  Greek,  the  present  and  second  aorist  of  the  optative ; 
and   Panini  embraces  both  of  these   modal  forms  under 
the  name  Un,      The  same  relation  between  wishing  and 
praying  may  also  be  expressed  by  the  potential,  which  is 
in  for  more  general  use,  though  the  latter  be  strictly  re- 
presented   by    the    precative.      In  the  V^as   traces    are 
apparent  of  a  further  elaboration  of  the  moods  into  various 
tenses,  and  it  may  hence  be  inferred,  that  what  the  Eu- 
ropean  languages,    in   their  developement  of  the   moods, 
have  in  excess  over  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  dates,  at  least 
in  its  origin,  from  the  period  of  the  unity  of  the  language. 
429.  The  numbers  of  the  verb  are  three  in  most  of  the 
languages  here  treated  of.       The  Latin  verb  has,  like  its 
noun,  lost  the   dual ;   but  the  German  has  preserved  the 
verbal  dual  in  its  oldest  dialect,  the  Gothic,  in  preference 
to  that  of  the  noun ;  the  Old  Sclavonic  retains  it  in  both; 
and  so  has  the  Lithuanian  to  the  present  day.      The  Pali 
and  Prakrit,  otherwise  so  near  to  the  Sanscrit,  have,  like 
the   Latin,   parted    with  both    the   dual   and  the    middle 
mood  of  the  active.      In  opposition  to  the  Semitic,  there 
is  no  distinction  of  gender  in  the  personal  signs  of  the 
Sanscrit  family  ;  which  is  not  surprising,  as  the  two  first 
persons,   even  in  their   simple  condition,  are  without  the 
distinction,  while  the  Semitic  dispenses  with  it  only  in  the 
first  person,  as  well  simple   as   in  the  verb,   but,  in  the 
second    and    third,   in  both    conditions   distinguishes   the 
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masculine  from  the  feminine.  The  Old  Sclavonic  has  gained 
a  feminine  in  an  inorganic  feshion,  and  by  a  divergence 
from  the  primary  type  of  its  class,  as  well  in  its  simple 
pronoun  of  the  first  person,  as  in  the  three  persons  of  the 
verljL  As,  namely,  va,  *'  we  two,"  has  the  force  of  a  mas- 
culine substantive  dual,  to  which  die  feminine  in  %  ye  corre- 
sponds (§.  273.) ;  so,  by  the  power  of  analogy,  out  of  that  ba 
va  has  been  developed  a  feminine  B'b  vye,  and,  in  accordance 
with  liiis,  in  the  verb  also ;  for  instance,  kcbA^  yesvd, ''  we  two 
are**  (masculine),  KfBli  yesvye  (feminine),  as  opposed  to  the 
Sanscrit  svas  (contracted  from  cuvas),  and  the  Lithuanian 
etvcL  In  the  same  manner,  in  the  second  and  third  dual 
persons,  which,  in  the  masculine,  are  both  yedch  answering 
to  the  Sanscrit  (a)9tha9,  (a)st(i9,  and  the  Greek  etrrov,  a 
female  yestye  KCTb  has  been  formed  ;  for  as,  in  virtue  of  the 
law  by  which  the  terminating  sibilant  of  the  Sanscrit  form 
is  necessarily  rejected  (see  §.  255.  /.),  the  verbal  dual  ending 
became  identical  with  that  of  the  noun,  and  as,  moreover, 
the  termination  ta  has  precisely  the  same  sound  with  the  in- 
dependent fa,  **  these  two''  (men):  the  way  was  thus  opened 
to  the  formation  of  a  feminine  personal  termination  ■r'b  tye, 
which  is  also  identical  with  the  independent  tye,  **  these 
two  ^'  (women).  These  feminine  verbal  terminations  are  in 
any  case  worthy  of  observation,  as  they  rest  on  the  feeling 
of  the  grammatical  identity  of  the  verb  with  the  noun, 
and  shew  that  the  spirit  of  the  language  was  vitally  im- 
bued with  the  principle  of  close  connection,  which  had  of 
old  arisen  between  the  simple  pronoun  and  that  which  is 
joined  with  the  verbal  bases. 

430.  With  respect  to  the  personal  signs,  the  tenses  and 
moods  fall  most  evidently  in  Sanscrit,  Zend,  and  Greek,  into 
two  classes.  The  one  is  fuller,  the  other  more  contracted 
in  its  termination.  To  the  first  class  belong  those  tenses 
which,  in  Greek,  we  are  accustomed  to  call  the  chief, 
namely,  the  present,  future,   and  perfect   or   reduplicated 
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preterite,  whose  terminations,  however,  have  undergone 
serious  mutilations  in  the  three  sister  languages,  which 
clearly  have  their  foundation  in  the  incumhrance  of  the 
commencement  by  the  reduplication  syllable.  To  the  se- 
cond class  belong  the  augmented  preterites,  and,  in  San- 
scrit and  Zend,  all  the  moods  not  indicative,  with  the 
exception  of  the  present  of  the  lit  or  conjunctive,  and  of 
those  terminations  of  the  imperative  which  are  peculiar  to 
this  mood,  and  are  rather  full  than  contracted.  In  Greek, 
the  conjunctive  has  the  full,  but  the  optative,  which  an- 
swers to  the  Sanscrit  potential,  the  contracted.  The  ter- 
mination fju  of  Tvirroiixt  is,  as  we  have  elsewhere  observed,* 
inorganic,  as  appears  from  a  comparison  with  the  rwroifirjv 
which  has  sprung  from  the  original  form  rvTrroiv  and  the 
conjugation  in  fu  (iiiolrjv). 

431.  In  Latin,  this  double  form  of  the  personal  termi- 
nation, although  in  an  inverted  relation,  makes  itself 
observable  in  this,  that  where  the  fuller  form  mi  stood,  the 
termination,  excepting  in  the  cases  of  sum  and  inquanh  has 
vanished  altogether.  On  the  other  hand,  the  original 
termination  m,  by  itself,  has  everywhere  maintained 
itself.  Hence,  amo,  amabo ;  but  amabamf  eram,  sirrh  amemy 
as,  in  Sanscrit,  a-bhavam  and  dsanif  "  I  was,'"  sydm,  **  I  may 
be,"  kdmayiyam,  "I  might  love."  In  the  other  persons 
an  uniformity  of  terminations  has  crept  in  by  the  abrasion 
of  the  i  of  the  primary  forms ;  thus,  fe^(0>  l^(f)f 
leguni(S)f  as  legos,  legal,  legant. 

432.  In  the  Gothic,  the  aboriginal  separation  into  the 
full  and  mutilated  terminations  makes  itself  principally 
conspicuous  in  that  the  terminations  ti  and  nti  of  the 
primary  forms  have  retained  the  T  sound,  because  it  was 
protected  by  a  following  vowel,  but  have  lost  the  i :  on 
the  other  hand,  the   concluding  t  of  the  secondary  forms. 


*  Berlin  Jaliib.  Feb.  1827,  p.  279,  or  Vocalismua,  p.  44. 
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as  in  the  Greek,  has  vanished :  hence,  for  example, 
bair-i'thf  bair-a-ndf  answering  to  ¥Rjfir  bhar-a-tU  *Wftf  bhar- 
a-nti  {if>ep-a'vri)j  but  bair-aU  like  <f>€poif  answering  to  )j^ 
bhar-i^,  (from  bharail)  fer-a-t  In  the  first  person  singular, 
the  full  termination  mi  has,  in  remarkable  accordance  with 
the  Latin,  quite  disappeared:  on  the  other  hand,  the  con- 
eluding  m  of  the  secondary  forms  has  not,  indeed,  as  in 
the  Latin,  been  retained  unaltered,  but  yet  has  kept  its 
place  in  the  solution  into  u  (compare  §.  246.) :  thus  bair-d, 
answering  to  vtKSf^  bhar-A-mu  but  bair-a-u  (from  bairam  for 
bairaifn)^*  answering  to  Wt^QV^  bhar-iy-am,  fer-a-m.  In  the 
second  person  singular,  as  in  the  Latin,  an  identity  between 
the  primary  and  secondary  forms  has  introduced  itself, 
since  the  first  have  lost  the  concluding  U  and  the  latter 
have  not  brought  one  from  the  Asiatic  seat  of  their  class ; 
hence  bair-i-s,  answering  to  wS^  bhar-a-sh  and  also  bair- 
ai'S  to  >dl|^  bhar4'Si  fer-A-Sj  (pep-oi-o', 

433,  In  the  Old  Sclavonic,  the  secondary  forms  have, 
in  the  singular,  been  compelled  entirely  to  abandon  the 
personal  consonant  (see  §.  255.  L),  on  account  of  its  being 
final;  hence,  in  the  imperative,  which  is  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  potential,  the  Greek  optative,  and  Roman- 
Cierman  conjunctive,  the  second  person  singular  ends  with 
the  modal-vowel  i,  and,  in  the  preterite,  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit-Greek  aorist,  the  second  and  third  persons  have 
the  same  sound,  because  the  concluding  s,  like  t  was  ne- 
cessarily  dropped.  Compare,  in  the  preterite  iterative,  the 
termination  me  she,  mi  she,  with  the  Sanscrit  ift^  sis,  ^  sit. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  primary  forms  give  the  expression 
of  the  second  person  singular  with  wonderful  accuracy,  as 
uiH  shi,  or  CH,  si;  and  out  of  the  fir  ti  of  the  third  we  have 
T,  and,  in  the  plural  jtt  from  anti.  We  now  proceed  to  a 
closer  consideration  of  the  personal  signs. 


*  Compare  Vooalisnus,  p.  203. 
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434.  The  character  of  the  first  person  is,  in  the  singular 
as  well  as  plural,  in  its  original  shape  m;  but  in  the  dual 
the  languages  which  possess  a  first  dual  person  in  the 
transitive  active  form  have  softened  the  m  to  in  as  we  have 
also  found  ^^  vayam  for  ini^  mayam,  in  the  simple  pro- 
noun "'  we,'**  and  similar  phenomena  in  several  cognate 
languages.  The  full  characteristic  of  the  first  person 
singular  is,  in  the  primary  form  of  the  transitive  active, 
tnf,  and  spreads  itself,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  over  all  verbs 
without  exception :  in  Greek,  however — ^peculiarities  of 
dialect  excepted — only  over  such  as  answer  to  the  second 
chief  Sanscrit  conjugation,  which  embraces  the  classes  two, 
three,  five,  seven,  eight,  and  nine  (§.  109.),  but  altogether 
comprises  but  a  small  proportion  of  the  verbs  (about  20o). 
The  other  Greek  verbs  have  quite  suppressed  the  personal 
termination,  and  their  a>  (omega),  like  the  Latin  o,  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  d,  which,  in  forms  like  bSdh-d-mif  "  I  know/^ 
iud-d-mif  "  I  wound,"  belongs  neither  to  the  root  nor  the 
personal  termination,  but  is  the  character  of  the  class,  which, 
when  it  consists  of  a  short  a,  or  of  syllables  ended  by  a, 
lengthens  that  letter  before  m  and  t;  followed  by  a  vowel : 
hence,  bAdh-d-mu  bSdh-d-vas,  bddh'd-maSf  in  contrast  to 
bSdh-a-sif  bddh-a-ti ;  bddh'a-thas,  bddh-a-tas ;  bAdh-^a-tUt 
bSdh-a-rdt  The  Greek  has  no  participation  in  this  length- 
ening, and  makes  repTr-o-fiei/  answer  to  the  Sanscrit  tarp-d- 
mas.  It  is  possible,  however,  that,  in  the  singular,  Te/cm-co^fti 
may  have  once  stood ;  and  if  so,  we  might  conjecture  that 
this  cj  may  have  been  shortened  in  the  plural  and  dual 
(medial)  by  the  influence  of  the  increased  weight  of  the  ter- 
minations, of  which  more  hereafter ;  thus,  also,  in  the  medio- 
passive.  The  supposed  T6pir-a)-/bu  has,  in  efiect,  the  same 
relation  to  repm-o-iiev  and  TefyrT'O-fiai,  as  itSoi-fu  to  SHo-fiev 
and  Sii'O-fiai.     If,  however,  we  prefer,  which  I  should  not,  to 
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assume  refnr^'fu  as  the  primitive  form,  the  length  of  refmta 
may  then  be  considered  as  a  compensation  for  the  loss  of  the 
termination.  In  any  case  the  medial  passive  /xa/,  which 
spreads  itself  over  all  classes  of  verbs,  proves  that  they  all 
have  had  a  /lu  in  the  active ;  for  iicu  has  sprung  from  fu,  as 
(FoUf  Tou,  vrat,  from  <r/,  n,  vti  ;  and  without  the  presence 
either  of  a  Tefnrtafjn  or  a  Tepirofu  we  could  have  had  no  repiro' 
lAau  With  regard  to  the  all-prevalent  conservation  of  the 
character  of  the  first  person  in  the  medio-passives,  the  Greek 
maintains  a  conspicuous  advantage  over  its  Asiatic  cognates, 
which,  in  the  singular  of  the  middle,  as  well  in  the  primary 
as  in  the  secondary  forms,  has  suffered  the  m  to  vanish  with- 
out leaving  a  trace.  If  repvci)  be,  as  it  were^  amended  from 
the  Sanscrit  form  tarp^-mh  the  mutilated  Sanscrit  form 
iarp&  *  may  be,  in  like  manner,  brought  back  from  the  Greek 
Tafyir-o-fim  to  its  original  form  tarp-d-mS,  or  farp-a-mS, 

435.  We  find,  in  what  has  been  said  above,  a  very  re- 
markable confirmation  of  the  majdm,  that  the  various 
members  of  the  great  family  of  language  now  under  dis- 
cussion must  of  necessity  mutually  illustrate  and  explain 
each  other,  since  the  most  perfect  among  them  have  been 
handed  down  to  us  uncorrupted  in  every  part  of  their 
rich  organism.  For  while  the  ending  fiat  is  still  extant 
in  all  its  splendour  in  the  Modern-Greek  passive,  the  cor- 
responding Sanscrit  form  lay  in  ruins  at  that  period  when 
the  oldest  existing  sample  of  Indian  literature,  the  Vedas, 
was  composed,  the  antiquated  language  of  which  has  con- 
veyed to  us  so  many  other  remnants  of  the  primaeval 
type  of  the  &mily.  On  the  other  hand,  Homer,  in  all  the 
variety  of  his  present  and  future  forms,  was  compelled  to 
forego  the  terminating  fit,  which  was  the  mother  of  his  fiat, 
which  is  the  only  existing  termination  in  the  Sanscrit,  and 


*  Such  would  be  Uie  form  of  tarpdmi  in  the  middlo  voice,  in  which, 
however,  it  is  not  used. 
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which  to  this  day  the  Lithuanian  utters  in  the  following 
verbs. 


LITHUANIAN. 

esmi,     1  am, 
eimi,     i  go, 
dumi,  "I  give," 
dinU,  "  I  lay," 
slowmU  "  I  stand,' 
edmif  "  I  eat,' 
sidmu  "  I  sit," 
giidmi9  "  I  sing, 
giBmi,  "  I  help,' 
sirgmU  "  I  guard, 
saugmif  "  I  preserve, 
mUgmh  "  I  sleep, 
iiekmh  "  I  leave,' 


11 


•a      11 


11 


11 


11 


11 


SANSCRIT. 

asmi, 

(mif 

daddrnif 

dadhdmif 

tishthdmi, 

admi, 

ni'shiddmi,  "I  sit  down, 

gaddmif  "I  say, 


1      /     >    # 

TtdfJfU. 

Tmifu, 


11 


=  kalpaydmi"  make,  prepare  ? ' 


»« 


11 


^rahdmi,  "forsake.'*"''' 


436.  We  must  take  into  iaccount  that  in  all  these  verbs 
the  termination  fju,  as  in  the  Sanscrit  second  class  (§.  109\  3.) 
and  in  the  verbs  which  answer  to  it,  such  as  (prjfii,  eifju,  is 
combined  directly  with  the  root.  The  Old  Sclavonic  also 
has  rescued,  in  some  verbs  of  this  kind,  which  we  would 
name  the  Archaic  conjugation,  the  termination  mi,  not, 
indeed,  in  its  original  purity,  but  under  the  shape  of  my. 
Before  this  my,  however,  as  also  in  the  first  person  plural 
before  my,  and  before  the  sibilant  of  the  second  person 
singular,  a  radical  d  is  suppressed,  which  d,  before  termi- 
nations beginning  with  t,  in  analogy  with  the  Zend  and 
Greek  (§.  102.),  passes  into  s.        Compare, 


*  Ka^ydmi^  on  which  the  Gothic  root  halpy  "  to  help"  (present  Atfpo, 
preterite  halp)y  is  probably  based,  is,  in  all  likelihood,  akin  to  the  root  kar 
{kri\  "  to  make." 

t  Compare  p.  441. 

j:  Jad  alone  forms  an  exception,  that,  in  the  second  and  third  person 

dual 
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kcm  1^  yesmyf  **  I  am/'  irf^  asmi. 

Bl&MB  vyemy,  "  I  know/'  %f^  vMmi. 

B^AATb  vyedyaJty^  "  they  know,"  ftr^fw  vidantu 

AAMB  ciamy,  "I  give/'*  ^^[Tftr  daddmi. 

AAAATb  dadyatyy  "  they  give/'  ^^  dadatu 

laMb  yamyt  **  I  eat»"  irf^  a(2fi»t. 

CiAATb  yadaiyt  "  they  eat/'  ^Pf^f^  cu2an^i. 

Thus  also  the  compound  CnI^hb  sn-yemy  for  snryamy,  "  co- 
med(h''  '*  mand'ocor*  and  HMAMb  imamy,  "  I  have."  The 
Krainisch  deserves  special  attention  in  respect  of  the  first 
person  singular,  as,  without  exception,  it  has  preserved  the 
personal  m,  although  with  entire  renunciation  of  the  i ; 
for  instance,  delanif  "  I  labour ":  thus,  in  Polish,  in  the 
first  conjugation,  as  Bandtke  has  it,  czytarrtf  "  I  read." 
In  Old  Sclavonic,  however,  we  find  everywhere  in  the 
usual  conjugation  ir,  and  we  have  already  remarked  that  we 
recognise,  in  the  latter  part  of  this  diphthong,  the  melting 
of  this  personal  sign  m  into  a  short  u  sound,  which,  with 
the  preceding  conjugation-vowel,  has  resolved  itself  into  tr, 
as  in  Greek  rvvrovo't  from  rvTrrovrt  (§.  255.  g.).  In  the  same 
light  is  to  be  regarded  the  Lithuanian  ii  in  Mielcke's  first 
and  second  conjugation ;  compare  suku,  *'  I  turn,"  and  pemh 
"  I  feed,"  with  the  plural  suk-^-mi,  pen-a-me.  On  the  other 
hand,  in  verbs  like  laikaiu  "I  hold,"  yeszkau^  "I  seek,"  myliuj 
"  I  love,"  the  u  only  belongs  to  the  personal  sign.  It  is 
otherwise  with  the  Old  High  German  u  in  Grimm's  strong 
and  first  weak  conjugation:  in  these,  u  is  a  weakening  of  the 
Gothic  a  (Vocalismus,  p.  227,  S.\  and  this  is  itself  a  shorten- 


dual  it  inserto  an  e  as  a  connecting  vowel;  hence, yocZ-e- to  in  contnust  to 
dai^ta^  vyei'ta.    See  Kopitar's  Glagolita,  p.  03. 

*  Is  generaUy  naed  with  a  future  signification. 

t  The  Sanscrit  preposition  Mm,  Greek  <rw,  has  usually  lost  the  nasal, 
but  has  preflerved  it  in  the  above  instances. 
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ing  of  theSanscrit  d  ,  and  so  far  corresponding  to  the  Greek 
o>  and  Latin  o  (see  §.  434.).  Compare  the  Gothic  haiT'^''''f  Old 
High  German  hir-u-  (piru),  with  HTri>V  bhar-d-mi  <f>€p'Uh{jjuy 
fer-a.  The  only  verb  which,  in  Gothic,  has  preserved  a 
remnant  of  the  termination  /xi,  is  imt  "  I  am/'  =:iflrfti|  cumis 
&c.  In  High  German,  however,  the  remains  of  Uiis  old 
termination  are  more  numerous :  in  our  German  bin  it 
has  to  this  day  rescued  itself  from  total  suppression.  The 
Old  High  German  form  is  bim,  or  pimf  a  contraction  of 
the  Sanscrit  bhav&mi,  the  v  of  which  reappears  in  the 
shape  of  r  in  the  plural  birumis.  Besides  these,  the  per- 
sonal sign  in  Old  High  German  fastens  on  some  other 
isolated  verbs,  as  on  g&m,  "I  go,"'  ='^C[J^ jagdmi,  ^t^rj^ 
(p.  Ill);  ddm/*l  stand,"  =^fKWti^  tishthdmU  Zend  j9ja>;en>->^ 
histdmif  Greek  toTYnxt  (p.  Ill);  tuom,  "I  do,"  =  Sanscrit 
^ifTfN  dadhdmi,  "  I  place,"  Greek  Ti&riyu^  f^^'illOl  vi-dadhAmi^ 
"I  make'';  and,  further,  on  those  classes  of  verbs  which  ex- 
hibit the  Sanscrit  form  aya  in  the  shape  of  ^  or  d  (Grimm'*s 
second  and  third  conjugations  of  the  weak  form,  see  §.  109*.  6.) 
Hence  habim  (Gothic  haba),  damndm,  and  phlaraSmy  are 
more  perfect  than  the  corresponding  Latin  forms  habea, 
damno,  plardo.  Yet  it  is  only  the  oldest  monuments  which 
exhibit  the  m  termination  :  the  more  modern  substitute  n. 
437.  In  the  secondary  forms  the  expression  of  the  first 
person  singular,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend,  is  terminated  by  m 
without  a  vowel;  and  this  mutilated  ending,  which  has 
maintained  itself  in  Latin  in  preference  to  the  fuller  mi 
(§.  431.),  has  been  forced  in  Greek,  by  a  universal  law 
of  sound,  to  become  v;  just  as  we  have  seen,  in  the  Old 
High  German,  the  final  m  of  the  most  ancient  examples 
degenerate  into  w.  Compare  ere/OTr-o-v  with  aiarp-a-m^ 
eitSu}'V  and  e^co-i/  with  adadd-m  and  add-m;  and  further, 
SiSo-irjv  and  So-triv  with  dadh-ydm  and  di-ydm.  In  the  first 
Greek  aorist  the  personal  sign  has  vanished ;  hence,  eSei^a 
contrasted  with  ^ifif^  ad'dcsham.      The  older  eiei^av,  from 
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a  still  older  form  eSei^aft,  presents  itself,  however,  as  out  of 
the  resolting  medial  form  eSa^d^-ijv.  With  respect  to  the 
Gothic  u  for  m,  we  refer  the  reader  to  §.  432. 

**  Remark. — If  we  have»  in  the  above,  dissected  atarp-orm 
after  the  fsMihion  of  the  Greek  erefyir-o-v,  we  must  yet  observe, 
that*  according  to  the  Indian  grammarians,  the  full  termina- 
tion of  the  first  person  singular  of  the  secondary  form  is  not 
a  simple  m,  but  am:  it  would  stand,  accordingly,  atarpam  for 
aiarpdm,  from  atarp-a-am,  and  we  should  have  to  assume  an 
elision  of  the  intermediate  syllable  a.  In  fact,  we  find  the 
termination  am  in  places  where  the  a  cannot,  as  in  atarp-a-mt 
anai-ya-mt  adari-ayorm^  be  assigned  to  the  class  characters 
(§.  109*.  1.  3.  6.) ;  for  we  form,  for  instance,  out  of  i,  "go," 
dyamf  not  di-tn,  "I  went";  from  6rd,  "speak,'  abrav-am 
or  abruv-nm,  not  abrd-m^  "I  spoke";  and  from  the  syllables 
nu  and  ti,  which  are  appended  to  the  roots  of  the  fifth  and 
eighth  class  (§.  109\  4.)»  in  the  special  tenses  spring,  not 
nS-m^  d-m,  as  we  might  expect  from  the  present  n^-mt, 
d-mu  but  nouim,   avam;   and  thus,  for  instance,   we   find 

VW^^IH^  adrinavamf  plural  ^nppi  astriwuma^  answering  to 
ioTopvvv,  etrropwfiev.    As  the  second  person  in  Sanscrit  has 
a  simple  «,  the  third  a  simple  t  for  its  sign,  and,  for  instance, 
axirMtd'i,  futrirndt',  answer  to  the  Gr.  eoTop-vv-^,  eord/o-i/^r) ; 
from  thence,  as  well  as  from  the  fact  that  the  Greek  also,  in 
die  first  person,  has  a  simple  v^  we  may  deduce  that  the  a  of 
€uinnavam  is  inorganic,  and  imported  from  the  first  conjuga- 
tion, just  as,  in  Greek,  we  find  for  earopvu-v  also  etrropw-o-v ;: 
and  so,  in  the  third  person,  together  with  earopvv  also  earop- 
w-Cf  to  which  a  Sanscrit  ctslrinav^-t  would  correspond.     The 
verbs  which  unite  the  personal  terminations  immediately 
with  roots  ending  in  consonants  may  have  particularly  fa- 
voured the  introduction  of  an  a  into  the  first  person ;  thus,, 
for  instance,  to  the  present  vidmt,  "  I  know,"  no  avSdm  could 
be  opposed ;  the  personal  character  must  have  vanished  en- 
tirely— as  in  the  second  and  third  person,  where,  instead  of 
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avit'8,  avH't,  by  §.  94.  avH  (for  avM)  is  used* — or  else  the 
aid  of  an  intermediate  vowel  must  have  been  sought,  as  the 
nominal  bases  terminating  in  a  consonant  use  am  instead  of 
simple  m,  from  whence  this  termination  has  passed  also  over 
to  monosyllabic  bases  terminating  with  a  vowel;  so  that 
ndv-am,  for  ndum,  and  bhruv-am  for  bhr4mt  have  the  same  rela- 
tion to  the  Greek  vav-v,  h^pv-Vt  as  we  have  seen  asirimiHim 
(for  asfrindm)  bear  to  earopvu-v.  In  any  case,  however,  the  a 
has  acquired  a  firm  establishment  in  the  first  person  singular 
of  the  secondary  forms ;  and  we,  perhaps,  practically  as  well 
as  theoretically,  best  lay  down  the  rule,  that  where  a  or  d 
does  not  precede  the  terminating  m  as  the  property  either 
of  a  class,  a  mood,  or  a  root,  that  letter  is  introduced : 
hence  we  find  atarp-a-mf  "placabamr  adcuM-m,  "  cUAam,'^ 
ayd'fjh  "  ibam "  (from  the  root  yd),  ayu-nd-m,  **  UgabamT 
(cl.  9.  see  §.  109*.  5.),  dadyd-m,  "  cfem";  but  also  astri-ncnHim, 
*' stemebanh''  for  asiri-nd-m;  and  tarp-Syam,  "placem'"'  (§•  43,), 
for  tarphn;  HahtM-y-amj  "«/em,"  for  tishfiinu  which  last 
would  accord  more  closely  with  tishihiSf  "siis''^'  tishthtl, 
''steV";  tkhthimoy '' stemus";   tishthgta,  '' sUlisr 

438.  In  the  Gothic,  as  we  have  before  remarked  (§.  432.), 
the  m  of  the  secondary  forms  has  resolved  itself  into  u. 
This  termination,  however,  has  entirely  vanished  from  the 
Old  High  German,  with  the  exception  of  a  solitary  exam- 
ple, which  has  preserved  the  original  m  in  preference  to 
the  Gothic  u ;  namely,  limenif  "  discam,^^  in  Kero»  In  the 
Lithuanian,  both  the  mutilated  m  and  the  fuller  ending  m 
have  degenerated  into  u,  and  therefore  just  as  laikau,  "I 
hold,"  is  related  to  the  to  be  presupposed  laikam  from  laikam, 
so  is  buivau  to  the  Sanscrit  a-bhavam,  "  I  was."  With  respect 
to  the  Sclavonic,  I  may  refer  the  reader  to  what  has  been 


V 


^ 


*  In  the  second  person  the  form  avSs  also  holds  good  with  the  radical  j.  \j 
consonant  suppressed  and  the  termination  retained,  as  in  the  Latin  nomi  /^^ 
native  jpe-s  for  ped-9.  I '  ^  I 


I. 


v\l 
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said  generally  on  the  singular  secondary  terminations,  and 
to  what  will  follow  hereafl;er  on  the  preterite  in  particular. 
439.  With  r^ard  to  the   origin  of  the  termination  of 
the  first  person,  I  consider  mi  to  be  a  weakened  form  of 
the  syllable  ma  (compare  p.  102),  which,   in   Sanscrit  and 
2^nd,  lies  at  the  foundation  of  the  oblique  case  of  the  sim- 
ple pronoun  as  its  theme.    In  the  word  daddmif  mi  has  the 
sanoie   relation   to  the   ma  in   which  it  originates,  as  the 
Latin  i  bears  in  compounds  like  tuhiCIN^-cinisX  to  the 
true  radical  form  CAN.      The  secondary  form  rests  on  a 
further  weakening  of  mi  to  m,  which,  if  it  be  of  most  re- 
mote antiquity,  as  would  appear  from  its  striking  accord- 
ance with  the  sister  languages  of  Europe,  still  does  not  be- 
long to  those  times  when  the  organization  of  the  language 
was  yet  flourishing  in  all  its  parts,  and  in  full  vigour.      I 
do  not,  at  least,  believe,  that  in  the  youth  of  our  family  of 
languages  there  was  already  a   double  series  of  personal 
terminations ;  but  I  entertain  the  conjecture,  that,   in  the 
course   of  time,   the  terminations   underwent   a   polishing 
process  in  those  places  where  an  accession  to  the  ante- 
rior part  (in  the  augment  preterites),  or  an  insertion  into 
the  interior  (in  the  potential  or  optative),  had  given  greater 
occasion  for  such  a  process.        The  gradual  prevalence  of 
the  mutilated  terminations  is  illustrated  by  the  fact,  that, 
in  Latin,  all  the  plurals  end  in  mu«,  in  Greek  in  /xev  (/xe^ ), 
while  in  Sanscrit  the  corresponding  form  ip^  www  only  re- 
mains in   the  primary  forms,  and   even    in  these  shews 
itself  not  unfrequently  iiTthe  mutilated  form  nuz,  which,  in  Q 

the  secondary  terminations,   has   become  the  rule  :   hence  , 

we  have,  indeed,  tarp-d-mas,  sarp^d-mas,  and  occasionally 
tarp-d-ma,  &c.,  corresponding  to  replt-o-ixecy  serp-i-mus 
(§•  209*.  L)  ;  but  constantly  atarp-'d-ma,  a^sarp-d-ma^  con- 
trasted with  cTepTt'O-fie^,  serpebamus;  constantly  dsfna  with 


*  Compare  Vocalismus,  Rem.  16. 
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?(cr)-ftef»  erdmu9,  dadyd-tnawiih  iiSoirj-fxe^,  and  tUiAS-ma  with 
sthnus.  To  pass,  however,  to  the  explanation  of  the  termi- 
nation maSf  we  might  conjecture  that  it  should  be  divided 
into  m-as ;  that  the  m  should  stand  as  theme,  but  the  ag  as 
a  plural  nominative  termination ;  for  mas  ends  like  ^ira 
padas,  fi€£  like  voie^,  and  the  personal  endings  always  ex- 
press a  nominative  relation.  It  is,  however,  also  possible 
that  the  s  of  nuis  rests  on  the  same  principle  as  the  s  of  the 
2^nd  M5^y^  yua,  "you,"  for  yusmi,  and  the  s  of  the  San- 
scrit naSf  vcLSf  and  Latin  nas,  vos.  Then  would  ^nnr« 
adrmcu  signify  "  I  and  they  eat,'^  as  we  have  seen  that  ^^^ 
a^smi  was  considered  a  copulative  compound  with  the  sense 
of  "  I  and  they ""  (§.  333.).  In  this  view  the  Veda  termi- 
nation masit  on  which  rests  the  Zend  mahi — for  instance, 
^^fftf^  dadmasi,  j^m^^m^  dademahU  "we  give" — ^would  ap- 
pear to  be  a  mutilation  and  weakening  of  the  dependent 
pronoun  amOf  or  the  i  of  masi  as  a  mutilation  of  ^  (=ra  +  t); 
and  masi  (for  masi)  would  thus  join  itself  to  asmi  for  masmi. 
The  independent  asmi  would  have  lost  the  first,  and  the 
termination  masi  the  second  m.  If,  however,  the  first  sup- 
position be  the  true  one,  the  t  of  masi  might  be  compared 
with  the  Greek  demonstrative  t\  omitting  reference  to  the 
difference  of  quantity. 


*  §§.  336. 33G.  337. 

t  As  in  the  expression  ^^  we  "  other  <^mpanion8  are  more  usually  attri- 
buted to  the  /than  the  person  or  persons  addressed,  to  whom,  in  fact,  things 
are  usually  recounted  in  which  they  have  had  no  share ;  and  as,  moreover, 
for  the  idea  ^'  we  two,"  in  its  simple  use,  a  special  form  is  provided,  which 
perhaps  existed  before  otlier  duals ;  it  seema  to  me  little  likely  that  Pott's 
conjecture  is  correct,  that  the  syllable  mas  of  the  first  person  plural  pro- 
perly expressed  '^  I  and  thou";  and  that  thus,  through  the  «,  the  pronoun 
of  the  second  person  was  expressed,  in  the  same  form  in  which  it  appears 
in  the  singular  of  the  verb,  which  in  any  case  we  are  obliged  to  derive 
from  the  t  of  tvam^  since,  by  the  explanation  above,  the  s  is  originally 
given. 
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440.   The  Old  High  German  exhibits  the  first   person 
plaral  in  the  very  fall  and  perfect   shape  mSs,  as  well  in 
the  primary  as  in  the  secondary  forms — u  e,  in  the  indica- 
tive and   conjunctive — ^while   the  Gothic   has   in  the  one 
merely  fn,  in  the  other  ma.      In  the  Lithuanian  we  find 
everywhere  mi;  in  tlie  Carniolan  mo,  for  instance,  dSlam4>, 
"  we  labour'";  but  the  Old  Sclavonic  has  a  naked  m  or  my 
— ^the  latter,  however,  only  in  a  few  verbs,  which  have,  in 
the  singular,  my  (p.  609) ;  for  instance,  iamm  ya-myt  "  we 
eat,''  ^=^nr^^  ad-mas;   BtMbi  vye-my,  "we  know,"    =fVrm 
vid-mas.    This  Sclavonic  bi  y,  for  b  e  or  o  o,  which,  according 
to  §,  255.  a.,  we  might  expect  would  answer  to  the  Sanscrit 
V  a,  is,  I  believe,  produced  by  the  euphonic  influence  of  the 
original  termination  of  the  form  8  (compare  §.  271.).      It  is 
more  difficult  to  account  for  the  long  e  in  Old  High  Ger- 
man, unless  Graff  (I.  21 )  be  right  in  his  conjecture,  that  the 
termination  mh  may  rest  upon  the  termination,  peculiar  to 
the  Vedas,  masi.      We   should  then  have  to  assume,  either 
that  the  i  which  had  been  dropped  from  the  termination 
had  been  replaced  by  the  lengthening  of  the  antecedent 
vowel  (thus  mis  for  mAs,  as  in  Gothic  i  =  wr  d,  §.  69.),  or 
that  the  i  had  fallen  back  into  the  preceding  syllable ;  for 
out  of  ai  we  have,  in  Old  High  German,  as  in  Sanscrit,  i. 
In  Grothic,  we  may  be  surprised  that  the  more  mutilated 
termination  m  should  answer  to  the  faUer  Sanscrit  termi- 
nation if^  mas,  while    the  shorter   ma  of  the    secondary 
forms  has  remained  unaltered;  thus  bair-a-m,  "ferimusr 
contrasted  with  WPT^  bhar-d-mas  and  bair-ai-mu,  "feramns,'* 
answering  to    ^iinbhar-i-'ma.      Probably  the  diphthong  ai, 
and,  in  the  preterite  conjunctive,  the  long  i  (written  ei,  as 
in  bar-ei-ma),  was  found  better  able  to  bear  the  weight  of 
the    personal   termination,   after    the  same   principle   by 
which  the  reduplication   syllable  of  the  preterite,  in  the 
Grothic,  has  only  maintained  itself  in  the  long  syllabic  roots, 
but  has  perished  in  the  short.      We  must  consider  that  the 
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Sanscrit,  in  the  reduplicated  preterite  has,  in  like  manner. 
If  mo,  not  ^^^mcL8;  but  the  Grothic,  in  this  place,  does  not 
share  the  termination  ma  with  the  Sanscrit,  but — as  I  be- 
lieve, for  the  sake  of  the  shortness  of  the  antecedent  vowel — 
has  a  simple  m ;  hence,  for  instance,  bund^-m,  "  we  bound,'^ 
answering  to  t|^r«mi  babandh-i-ma. 

441.   In  the  dual,  the  Sanscrit  has  vas  in  the  primary- 
forms,  and  va  in  the  secondary,  in  analogy  with  the  plural 
mcu,  ma.     The  difference  between  the  dual  and  the  plural 
is,  however,  so  &r  an  accidental  one,  in  that,  as  we   have 
before  observed  (§.  434.),   the  dual   v  is    a  corruption  of 
m.      This    difference    is,    nevertheless,    of    remote    anti- 
quity, and  existed  before  the  individualization  of  the  Grer- 
man,  Lithuanian,  and  Sclavonic,  which  all  participate  in 
this  peculiar  dual  form.   The  Lithuanian  universally  has  wa, 
the  Old  Sclavonic,  together  with  ba  va,  an  inorganic  nib  f^e 
(p.  417) :    but   the  Gothic  has  three   forms,  and  the  most 
perfect  in  the  conjunctive,  where,  for  instance,  bair-ai-va 
has  the  same  relation  to  )^  bhar-i-va,  as,  in  the  plural, 
bair-ai-ma  to  }it^  bhar-i^ma.      The    reason   why  the    dual 
ending,  in  this  position,  has  maintained  itself  most  com- 
pletely, plainly  lies,  as   in  the  case  of  the  plural,  in  the 
antecedent  diphthong,  which  has  felt  itself  strong  enough  to 
bear  the  syllable  va.      In  the  indicative  present,  however, 
the  long  d  which,  in  the  Sanscrit  bhar-drvas,  precedes   the 
personal  termination,   has,  in  the  Gothic,  shortened  itself, 
in  all  probability,  as,   in  the   plural,  6air-a-m»  and,  in  the 
Greek,  0ejO-o-/btey,   contrasted  with  bhar-d-mas:  then,  how- 
ever, V  has  permitted  itself  to  be  extinguished,  and  out  of 
baira(v)a8f  by  a  union  of  both  the  vowels,  bairds  has  been  ge- 
nerated, as  0,  in  Grothic,  is  the  long  form  of  a  (§.  69.) ;  and 
hence,  in  the  nominative  plural  masculine  of  the  a  class, 
in  like   manner  6s  is  produced  out  of  a  +  a«»  so  that,  for 
instance,    vairds,   "  men,""    answers   to  the    Sanscrit  virds, 
"  heroes '"  (out  of  vira^cus.)      In  the  indicative  preterite  we 
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CBnnot  expect  to  meet  with  6sf  as  this  tense  has  for  its 
€x>iiiiecting  vowel  not  a  but  u  ;  nor  can  we  expect  to  meet 
with  u-V€it  since  va,  like  the  plural  ma,  can  be  borne  only 
by  diphthongs  or  long  vowels.  The  next  in  turn  is  u-v, 
as  analogous  to  the  plural  u-m.  At  the  end  of  a  word, 
however,  v  is  subject,  where  preceded  by  a  short  vowel, 
to  be  changed  into  u.  Hence,  for  instance,  thiu,  **  ser- 
mtm''^  (for  thiv),  from  the  base  THIVA;  and  thus,  also, 
from  lirv,  first  u-tt,  and  next  long  4  may  have  been  gene- 
rated, by  the  compression  of  the  two  short  vowels  into  one 
long.  I  therefore  hold  the  u  of  magut  **  we  two  can,"*^  siyu^ 
**  we  two  are,^  the  only  evidence  for  the  form  under  discus- 
sioii,*  to  be  long,  and  write  magth  siyA  as  contractions 
of  tnagti^Ut  siyvru,  from  mag-u-v,  siy-Urv.  Should,  however, 
the  u  of  this  termination  be  neither  long  nor  the  modem 
contraction  of  an  originally  long  u,  it  would  then  be  identical 
with  that  which  stands  as  a  connecting  vowel  in  mag-U'ts, 
fnag-u-nif  or  it  would  be  explainable  as  magu  from  magvoj 
siyu  from  siyva*  Independently,  however,  of  the  phonetic 
impossibility  of  the  last  mentioned  form,  the  immediate 
annexation  of  the  personal  ending  to  the  root  is  incredible, 
because  the  first  dual  person  would  thus  present  a  con- 
trast scarcely  to  be  justified  to  the  second,  and  to  all  those 
of  the  plural,  as  well  as  to  the  most  ancient  practice 
of  this  tense.  In  Zend  I  know  no  example  of  the  first 
person  dual. 

442.  Of  the  medial  terminations  I  shall  treat  par- 
ticularly hereafter.  The  following  is  a  summary  view  of 
the  points  of  comparison  we  have  obtained  for  the  first 
person  of  the  transitive  active  form. 


*  As  mag  is  throughout  inflected  as  a  preterite,  and  also  the  verb  sub- 
stantiye  in  both  plurals,  Grimm  has,  certainly  with  justice,  deduced  the 
form  of  the  first  dual  person  of  all  the  preterites  from  the  foregoing  in- 
stances. 
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ZEND.  GREEK.  LATIlf.        GERMAN.  LITH.  OLD  8CL4T. 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

tishthdmi,       histdmif        Iot^/ai,  gto, 

daddndt  dadhami^     iidiafu,  do, 

asmi,  ahmi,  e/iftt^  nan, 

bhardmi,         bardmi,         ^ep«*,  fero, 

vahdmi,  vazdnU,         ^x"^*  veho, 

tuhthcyam,      ....  ioToiffv,  Hem, 

dadydm,  daidhyanm,^  itBoujv,  dan, 

hyanm  ?         e(a)trjv,  9iem, 


*stdm,        ttowmi,     HoyiL^ 
....  dumi,        damy. 

esmi,         yetmy. 


im, 

baira, 

viga,* 


wezui 


ref«. 


{a)9ydm, 

bhareyam, 

avaham, 

tUhthdvoM, 

dadvas, 

bhardvas, 

vahdvas, 

bkareva, 

vaheva, 

aoahdva. 


v<izem, 


nyau, 

(ipepotv)f^  firam,        bairau, 
eTxpVf       vehebam,      .... 


•    •    • 


foeziau. 


DUAL. 


•  •  «  •  •  •  • 

•  •  •                              •  •  ■  • 

•  •  •  •  «  ■  • 

•  •  •  •  •  ■  • 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

•  ■  •  •  ■  •  • 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 


bairds, 

vigSs, 

bairaiva,^     .... 


stowiwd,  stotva. 
dudawa,''  dadeca, 

•    ••■  *••• 

voezawd,   ve^evtL 


•         • 


tctgatva. 


ve(yeua.^ 


toezetca, 


•0 


PLURAL. 
iffTa/uef,    gtamus,       *9tdmSs,     stowint^,  stotwn. 


dudame,''  damy.^* 


toezami,   ve^om. 


tishthdmas,  .... 

tishthdmasi,^^  kUtdmahi,  ....         ....  .... 

dadmas,  ....  dido/uef,     damus,        .... 

dadrntui,  dadetnahi,  ....         ....  .... 

bhardmat,  ....  ^^epo/jie^,  ferimus,  bairam, 

bhardnuui,  bardtnahi,  •  . .  .         ....  .... 

vahdmas,  ....  ^X'^M^f     vehimus,  vigam, 

vdhdfMin,^^  vazdnuihi,  ....         ....  ....  .... 

tUhthema,  histaima,  loTauitie^ySUmus,         ....  .... 

dadydma,  daidhydma,  didotij/ief,  demus,         ....  .... 

bharema,  baraema,  ^epoi/uef,  ferdmug,  bairaima,^*  ....  .... 

vdh£ma,  vazaema,  If^^f/ief,    vehdmtis,  vigaima,^*    ....        vefyem,* 

avahdma,  vazdmal  elx^t*^*    vehebamus,  ....  toezitne,^^  .... 

1  See  §.  256.  g.  ^  See  §.  39.  '  If  ^xof,  for  F^o^,  be  related 

to  ex(»9  then  ^x^  A^  stands  for  fex®,  and  belongs  to  txihdmi  and  tfeko. 
The  signification,  also,  of  movement  in  the  compounds  avex»,  diex^, 
ev6x«,  &c.,  is  plainly  perceivable ;  then  the  Sanscrit  root  vah  signifies, 


stoifti. 
datehdymy,^* 


*  Stam  and  etdmis  belong  to  the  Old  High  German,  the  other  fi>nn8 
to  the  Gothic. 
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also,  ^^  to  bear,"  ""  tragen^  from  which  we  easily  arrive  at  the  idea  of 
^  having/'  In  the  Greek,  however,  it  seems  that,  in  this  verb,  two  roots 
of  distinct  origin  have  intermixed  themselves,  namely,  'EX  ='^  vaA,  and 
ZXE  (£XH)  =^ir^«ri&,  ^'to  bear,"  wiih  transposition  of  the  root  vowel, 
88  in  fie^^n^oy  as  related  to  BAA.  If,  however,  ^x«>»  ^^^  ^xif-o-u  belong  to 
eoe  root,  the  first  must  then  stand  for  a-^x^  with  the  loss  of  the  a. 
We  must  not,  however,  consider  the  spiritus  asperofffifw,  and  of  simi- 
lar forma,  as  a  substitute  for  the  <r,  as  it  is  very  satisfactorily  explained  by 
§.  104.  *  In  p.  213  of  my  Glossaiy  1  have  made  the  Sanscrit  txth 

correspond  to  the  Gothic  vagyan^  ''  to  set  in  motion";  but  tliis  vagya  be- 
longs, like  the  Lithuanian  vaz-S-tfUj  to  the  causal  vShaydmi  (§.  109 ».  G.) : 
the  primitive  of  vagya  has  weakened  in  the  present  the  root  vowel  to 
i  (p.  106),  and  only  appears  in  connection  with  the  preposite  ga  {ga^vi-ga^ 
ga-vag).  In  the  Lithuanian,  the  a  ofwazayu,  ^'  1  ride  in  a  carriage,"  rests  on 
the  long  d  of  the  Sanscrit  vdhaydmi  ;  tlie  e  of  %Dezu  on  the  short  a  oivahdmi, 
^  Though,  at  the  beginning  of  tlieVendidad,  (Olshausens  edition,)  the  form 
dmdyakm  belong  to  the  Sanscrit  root  dAd,  ^^to  place" — which,  if  not  by  itself, 
at  least  in  conjunction  with  f^  t»,  has  the  meaning  ^  to  make,*'  ^^  to  create" 
— still  we  deduce  this  much  from  davfyahm^  that  it  is  also  derivable 
from  dOy^Uy  give":  unless  the  y  has  exercised  no  aspirating  power  on  the 
antecedent  </,  and  thus  would  necessarily  come  daidyahm.  On  the  roots 
A>M  dd  =^  dd^  ^^  to  give,"  and  jm^  da  =^1  dhd,  *'*'  to  place,"  compare  Bur- 
uoufs  pregnant  Note  217  to  the  Ya^na  (p.  336),  and  Fr.  Windischman^s 
excellent  critique  in  the  Jena  Literar.  Zeit.  July  1834.  p.  143.  ^  See 

§.  430.  ^  Or,*  Without  reduplication,  duwa,  as  the  analogue  of  the 

singular  dumiy  together  with  which,  also,  a  redoubled  form,  but  wanting 
the  mi  termination,  is  extant.  ^  See  §.  441 .  ^  See  §.  255.  e. 

»  See  Mielcke,  p.  100. 18.  >    Veda  dialect,  see  §.  439.  *<  See 

§.440.  ^  Euphonic  for  dadymy^  see  Dobrowsky,  pp.  39  and  539. 

i«  See  §§.  440,  441. 

SECOND  PERSON. 

443.  The  Sanscrit  pronominal  base  tva  or  M  (§.  326.) 
has,  in  its  connection  with  verbal  themes,  split  itself 
into  various  forms,  the  t  either  remaining  unaltered,  or 
heing  modified  to  th  or  dh,  or — as  in  Greek,  av  has  de- 
generated into  a — ^the  v  has  either  been  maintained  or 
removed,   the    a  has   either  remained  unaltered  or  been 

weakened   to   t,    or   altogether  displaced,.      Tlie   complete 

s  s  2 
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pronominal  form  sheiks  itself  in  the  middle  voice,  as  this 
affects  weightier  terminations,  and  therefore  has  guarded 
more  carefully  against  the  mutilation  of  the  pronoun,  upon 
the  same  principle  as  that  in  which»  in  Sanscrit,  the  verbal 
forms  which  take  Guna  admit  no  irregular  mutilations  of  the 
roots.  For  it  is  natural  that  a  form  which  loves  strengthen- 
ing should  at  least,  under  circumstances  which  prevent 
that  process,  repudiate  the  contrary  extreme  of  mutilation. 
Hence  we  say,  for  example,  asmu  "I  am,"  with  the  root 
undiminished,  because  the  latter  would  accept  Guna  in  the 
singular,  if  a  would  admit  of  Guna  ;*  but  we  say,  in  the 
dual  svas,  in  the  plural  smaSf  in  the  potential  sydnh  because 
the  two  plural  numbers  and  the  entire  potential  refuse  all 
Guna  exaltation,  and  hence,  consistently,  all  radical  mutila- 
tion. After  the  same  principle,  the  pronoun  of  the  second 
person   shews   itself  in   its   most  complete   shape  in  the 


*  Upon  Guna  and  Vriddki  see  §§.  26. 29.  I  may  here  append,  in  jnati- 
fication  of  §.  29.,  what  I  have  already  indicated  in  my  Vocalismns  (p  ix), 
that  I  no  longer  seek  the  reason  why  a  is  incapable  of  Guna,  although  it  may 
be  compounded  into  long  a  with  an  antecedent  a,  in  the  supposition  that 
Guna  and  Vriddhi  were  identical  in  the  case  of  a  —for  a  +  a,  as  well  as  <i+a, 
give  ^~but  in  this,  that  a,  as  the  weightiest  vowel,  in  most  of  the  cases 
in  which  t  and  u  receive  Guna,  is  sufficient  of  itself,  and  hence  receives  no 
increment,  according  to  the  same  principle  by  which  the  long  vowels  t 
and  a  in  most  places  remain  unaltered  where  an  a  precedes  t  or  ti  (Gramm. 
Grit.  §.  34.).  It  is,  moreover,  only  an  opinion  of  the  grammarians,  that  a 
has  no  Guna :  the  fact  is,  that  a  in  the  Guna,  as  in  the  Vriddhi  degree,  be- 
comes ^,  but  on  account  of  its  weight  seldom  uses  this  capability.  When, 
however,  this  happens,  t  and  u  for  the  most  part,  in  the  same  situation, 
have  only  Guna ;  for  instance,  bibhida^  '^  he  clave,"  from  bhid^  together  with 
jagdma,  "he  went,"  from  gam.  It  is,  however,  natural,  that  where  so 
great  an  elevation  is  required  as  that  i  and  u  become,  not  ^,  6  (=a  +  f, 
d+fi),  but  dt,  du,  in  such  a  case  a  should  exert  the  only  power  of  eleva- 
tion of  which  it  is  capable :  hence,  for  instance,  we  have  mdnava^  *'  de- 
scendant of  Manu,"  from  manuy  as  saiva  from  Itoa,  and  kduravya  from 
kuru. 
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middle  voice,  namely,  in  the  plural,  where  the  primary  forms 
end  in  dhvi,  and  the  secondary  in  dhvarrh  and,  in  the 
imperative  singular,  where  the  termination  sva  has  indeed 
allowed  the  T  sound  to  vanish  into  9,  but  has  yet  preserved 
the  V  of  tvanh  **  thou."  As  we  shall  have  hereafter  to  con- 
aider  the  medial  forms  in  particular,  we  now  turn  to  the 
transitive  active  form.  This  has  nowhere  completely 
preserved  the  semi- vowel  of  the  base  tva,  yet  I  believe  I 
recogniise  a  remnant  of  it  in  the  th,  which  stands  in  the 
primary  forms,  as  well  in  the  dual  as  in  the  plural,  and, 
in  die  reduplicated  preterite,  also  in  the  singular.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  secondary  forms,  as  they  generally 
have  blunter  terminations,  so  also  they  have,  in  the  two 
plurals,  the  pure  tenuis;  hence,  for  instance,  tishtM-ta, 
ioTcurp-ef  opposed  to  iishtha-iha^  Xarocre ;  and,  in  the  dual, 
tishthStam,  TaraiTfrov,  opposed  to  tishfathas,  TrraTov.  We  see 
from  this,  that,  in  Sanscrit,  the  aspirates  are  heavier  than 
the  tenues  or  the  medials ;  for  they  are  the  union  of  the 
fall  tenuis  or  medial,  with  an  audible  h  (§.  12.),  and 
iiahthatha  must  then  be  pronounced  tisht-hat-ha ;  and  I 
think  that  I  recognise  in  the  h  of  the  termination  the 
dying  breath  of  the  v  of  tvam. 

444.  The  above  examples  shew  that  the  full  termination 
of  the  second  person,  in  the  dual  present,  is  thas,  and,  in 
the  plural,  tha:  we  have,  however,  seen  the  dual,  in  the 
nominative,  arise  from  the  strengthening  of  the  plural 
terminations  (§.  206.).  As,  however,  the  personal  termina- 
tions, being  pronominal,  stand  in  the  closest  connection 
with  the  noun,  it  might  be  assumed,  that  the  second  person 
plural  in  the  verb  was  once  thaSi  and  that  the  dual  termi- 
nation th&s  had  developed  itself  from  this ;  but  that,  in  the 
lapse  of  time,  the  s  had  escaped  from  the  thas^  and  the  long 
vowel  from  the  dual  thAs,  We  must  consider  that  even, 
in  the  first  person,  the  s  of  mcuB  has  but  a  precarious  tenure, 
as,  even  in  the  primary  forms,  we  often  meet  with  ma.    If, 
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however,  in  the  second  person  plural,  thas  originally  stood, 
the  Latin  tis  corresponds  well  to  it,  and  it  would  confirm 
Thiersch's  conjecture,  derived  from  the  hiatus,  that  in 
Homer,  instead  of  re  the  termination  Tea  may  have  stood  as 
analqg^us  to  fiea-  (Third  Edition,  §.  163.).  As  to  the  origin 
of  the  8  of  the  termination  thas,  it  is  without  doubt  iden- 
tical with  that  of  mas  in  the  first  person :  it  is  thus  either 
to  be  divided  as  th-as,  and  as  to  he  explained'  as  a  plural 
nominative  termination,  or  the  s  of  tha-s  is  a  remnant  of 
the  dependent  pronoun  sma  (§.  439);  as  also,  in  an 
isolated  situation,  yu-shmif  *'  you,*"  stands  approximate  to 
a-smif  "we."*  If  the  latter  assumption  be  correct,  pos- 
sibly in  the  m  of  the  secondary  dual  termination  tam 
we  may  recognise  the  second  consonant  of  sma;  so  that 
this  dependent  pronoun  has  suffered  a  twofold  mutilation, 
surrendering  at  one  time  its  m,  at  another  its  s.  In  this 
respect  we  may  recur  to  a  similar  relation  in  the  Lithu- 
anian dual  genitives  mumut  yumu,  opposed  to  the  plural 
locatives  mususey  yususe  (§.  176.).  As,  however,  the  secon- 
dary forms,  by  rule,  are  deduced  by  mutilation  from  the 
primary,  we  might  still — whether  the  first  or  the  second 
theory  be  the  true  one  of  the  termination  thas — deduce  the 
duller  m  from  the  livelier  concluding  s;  as  also  in 
Greek,  in  the  primary  forms,  we  find  rov,  from  xwr  thas ; 
as,  in  the  first  person,  ^lev  from  mas,  /xe^,  and,  in  the 
Prakrit,  fif  hin  from  the  Sanscrit  fi|^  hhis  (§.  97.).  Thus, 
also,  may  the  dual  case-termination  vifPT^  bhydm  have  arisen 
from  the  plural  bhyas  originally  by  a  mere  lengthening 
of  the  vowel  (see  §.  215.),  but  later  the  concluding  s  may 
have  degenerated  into  m. 

445-  While  the  Greek  already,  in  the  primary  form,  has 
allowed  the  s  of  the  dual  ending  thas  to  degenerate  into  v, 
in  the  Gothic  the  ancient  s  has  spread  itself  over  primary 
and  secondary  forms ;  and  we  are  able  to  deduce  from 
this  a  new  proof,  that  where,  in   Sanscrit,  in  the  second 
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person  dual,  a  nasal  shews  itself,  this  did  not  arise  out  of  a 
till  after  the  separation  of  languages.  The  a  which  pre- 
ceded the  8  has,  however,  escaped  from  the  Grothic,  and, 
in  fact,  in  pursuance  of  an  universal  law,  by  which  a 
before  a  terminating  9  of  a  polysyllable  is  either  entirely 
extinguished,  or  weakened  to  t  The  first  of  these  alter- 
natives has  occurred ;  and  thus  is  answers  to  the  Sanscrit 
thas,  as,  in  the  nominative  singular  of  the  bases  in  a,  vu^s 
answers  to   the    Sanscrit    vrikaa   and   Lithuanian   vnlkas. 

• 

Compare  bair-a-ts  with  WCT^  bar-a-thas,  if^ep-e-rov,  and  fur- 
ther, bair-ai'ts  with  Hhn^  bhar-S-tanif  ipep-oi-rov.  The  Scla- 
vonian  has  been  compelled,  according  to  §.  225.  L,  to  give 
up  the  terminating  consonant  of  the  termination  in 
question ;  the  Lithuanian  has  been  inclined  to  do  so :  both, 
in  £sict,  make  ta  correspond  to  the  ^  thas  of  the  Sanscrit 
primary  forms,  as  well  as  to  the  in^  tarn  of  the  secondary. 
Comp.  the  Sclavonic  aACta  das-ta  (see  §.  436.),  the  Lithuanian 
dw-ta  or  duda-ta^  "you  two  give,"  with  ^[i^  dat-thas, 
SiSo-Tov;  A^^AVTA  dcLshdy-ta,*  "you  two  should  give;" 
^[VTin^  dadyd-tam,  iiioiijTov ;  and  Lithuanian  dudo-ta,  **  you 
two  gave,"  with  ^R[?l^  adat-tanh  eStSo-rov. 

446.  In  the  Zend,  I  know  no  example  of  the  second 
dual  person  ;  but  that  of  the  plural  runs  as  in  the  S^scrit 
primary  forms,  ajw  <Aa,^  and  in  the  secondary  aj^  ta.  The 
Greek,  Latin,  and  Sclavonic  have  everywhere  re,  tb,  te  ;  the 
Latin  has  in  the   imperative  alone  weakened  its  tis  to  te 


*  §.  442.  *'.  Dobrowsky  does  not  cite  any  daal :  it  is  plain,  how- 
ever, from  the  plural  datdidyte^  that  the  dual,  if  it  be  used,  cannot  sound 
otherwise  than  as  given  in  the  text. 

t  In  the  Zend  we  might  explain  the  aspiration,  according  to  §.  47*,  as  a 
remainii^  effect  of  the  earlier  v :  as,  however,  in  Sanscrit,  the  semi- vowel 
is  entirely  free  from  this  influence,  we  prefer  for  both  .languages  the  con- 
jecture put  forward  p.  612,  that  the  h  contained  in  M  is  the  real  represen- 
tative of  the  V. 
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(§.  444.)-  The  Gothic  has  everywhere  th,  with  the  termi- 
nating vowel  polished  away :  this  th  is,  however,  in  my 
opinion,  neither  to  be  identified  with  the  Sanscrit-Zend  th 
of  the  primary  forms,  nor  to  be  explained  by  virtue  of 
the  usual  law  of  displacement  by  which  th  is  required  for 
the  older  t ;  but  very  probably  the  Gothic  personal  termi- 
nation, before  it  lost  the  end  vowel,  was  dcu  The  Gothic, 
in  fact,  affects,  in  grammatical  terminations,  or  sufSxes 
between  two  vowels,  a  d  for  the  original  f,  but  willingly 
converts  this  ct  after  the  suppression  of  the  concluding 
vowel,  into  th  (see  §.  91.)-  On  the  Gothic  d  here  men- 
tioned rests  also  the  High  German  t  (§.  87.),  by  a  dis- 
placement which  has  thus  brought  back  the  original  tenuis : 
hence  we  find,  for  instance,  Old  High  German,  weya-U 
answering  to  the  Latin  veh-i-tiSf  Greek  e^^-e-re  (p.  618. '.), 
Lithuanian  wez-a-ie,  Old  Sclavonic  be^ete  ve^-e-te,  Sanscrit 
^^vah-a-thoy  Zend  asC^as^asC^  vaz-a-tha^  and  presupposing  in 
Gothic  an  older  vigid  for  vigitL 

447.  We  now  turn  to  the  singular.  The  primary  forms 
have  here,  in  Sanscrit,  the  termination  ftr  «,  and  the  se- 
condary only  ^  s.  Out  of  si,  however,  under  certain  con- 
ditions, frequently  comes  shi  (§.  21.),  which  has  also  been 
preserved  in  the  Zend,  which  has  changed  the  original  si 
to  hi ;  as  j»*A5»>a  bavahi  and  j^xi  ahi,  "  thou  art,^^  opposed 
to  H^rf^  bhavasif  ^rflff  asi  (for  as-si) ;  but  -*fiO-*^/f  ^gj  kerenmshi, 
•'  thou  makest,"  opposed  to  ^|wftflr  krindshh  as  krU  according 
to  the  fifth  class  (§•  109*.  4.),  would  form.  In  the  secondary 
forms,  according  to  §.  56\,  the  concluding  sibilant,  with  a 
preceding  aj  a,  has  become  4^  6,  and,  with  Msd,  ^ddf  but 
after  other  vowels  has  remained ;  hence  4^^^as»jui^a>u« 
frairdoaydf  "  thou  spakest,"  opposed  to  m^l^MM^prdsrdvayas ; 
but  ju^^xi?^  mrads*  '*  thou  spakest,"*"  opposed  to  Wirt^  abros, 


*  I  write  A^  j^A)^  purposely,  and  render  ^  by  tf,  because  I  now  find 
juyself  compelled  to  adopt  the  remarks  of  Bumouf,  founded  on  tliebe«t 
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for  which  irregularly  Ulrth^  abravU  (Gramm.  Crit  §.  352.). 
Among  the  European  cognate  languages,  the  Old  Sclavonic 
takes  decided  precedence  for  the  fidelity  and  consistency 
with  which  it  has  preserved  the  primary  termination  si  or 
9hU  and  so  distributed  them  that  the  first  has  remained  in 
the  archaic  conjugation,  the  latter  in  all  the  others.      I 


and  oldest  mannscripts  (Ya9iia,  pp.  Ivii.  Iviii.),  that  ^  as  well  as  ^  stands 
for  the  Sanscrit  lit;  the  first,  howeyer,  only  for  the  initial  and  medial 
and  always  accompanied  by  the  new  Gona  (§.  26.)— thus  always  ^as 
for  an  initial  and  medial  ^, — and  the  latter  only  for  a  terminating  wt 
and  without  the  appendage  of  ai  ;  as  also  before  i^  /  at  the  end  of  a  word 
no  A)  a  is  inserted.  As  a  medial  letter,  ^  appears  sometimes  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Sanscrit  W  a,  and  is  then  produced  by  the  influence  either 
of  an  antecedent  «  or  &  (^,>^^;  tib6y6  for  ^qonftV  ubkaySSj  p.  277),  or  it 
represents  in  the  diphthong  j^  ^  the  a  element  of  the  Sanscrit  |r  i 
(=ra  + 1).  As,  however,  ^  in  the  purest  texts  prefers  a  penultimate  posi- 
tion, it  would  seem  that,  in  point  of  origin,  it  is  the  solution  of  the  syllable 
ini  oSj  as  this  terminating  syllable,  in  Sanscrit,  becomes  6  only  before 
sonants,  in  Zend  always  (§.  66^.).  Yet  I  do  not  believe  that  it  has  been 
the  intention  of  the  Zend  speech  or  writing  to  distinguish  the  Guna 
wt  6 J  t.e.  the  6  which  springs  from  7  ti  with  a  inserted  before  it,  from 
that  which  springs  from  im  m,  by  vocalization  of  the  «  to  « ;  for  each 
6  consiBts  of  a  +  ti,  and  upon  the  value  and  the  pronunciation  the  question 
whether  the  u  or  the  o  element  had  precedence  can  have  no  influence,  or 
whether  an  a  was  thrust  before  the  tt  or  a  u  after  the  a.  The  position  of 
a  vowel  in  a  word  may,  however,  well  have  an  influence  on  its  value ; 
and  it  is  conceivable  that  the  concluding  ^,  kept  pure  from  the  Guna  a, 
appeared  more  important  than  that  which,  at  the  beginning  or  middle  of  a 
word,  received  the  accession  of  an  a.  If  the  crude  forms  in  «,  in  Zend  as  in 
Sanscrit,  had  Guna  in  the  vocative  (§.  205.),  the  conduding  Guna  vt  would 
also,  as  I  believe,  be  represented  in  Zend  by  ij^  and  not  by  ^xs,  I  can, 
however,  as  it  is,  discover  no  reason  why  a  concluding  ^  in  Sanscrit,  pro- 
duced by  Guna  out  of  ti,  should  be  represented  in  Zend  in  the  one  way  or 
the  other. 
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subjoin  the  verbs  of  the  archaic  conjugation,  with  several 
examples  of  the  more  usual,  for  comparison  with  the 
Sanscrit. 


M 


•     «•  W 


.•      »> 
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KCH  yesif  "esf"" 
AACH  dasi,^  *'dcL9,' 
lACH  yasi,^  '*edis, 
B'bCH  vyesi,^  "  navistit 
niEmn  piesht,  **  bibis,* 
qicmn  chieshi,  '*  quiescis, 
CMtKmH  8myeyeshi{sja)y  "  ridesr 
B'bKmH  vyeyeshi,  "flasT 
^NAKmn  {nayeshU  '*  novisth^ 
BOHmu  boishi{sya)f  '* times" 
A'bKmH  dyeyeshi,  "facisr 
;kHBEmH  schiveshh  '*  vivis" 
nAAEmn  padeahi,  "cadis,^* 
BE^Emn  ve^eshi,  "  vehlst" 
cniimH  spishu  "dormisf" 
f  EqEmu  recheshi,  "  dicis" 
T^ACEmn  tryaseshi{HJayr  "  tremis," 
B'bA.EmH  hyedeshi,  **affligis" 
NECEmH  neseshi,  "fers,'* 
^OBEmn  ^obeshi,  ''vocas,"*^ 
AE^Emn  dereshit  "  excorUr 
n^omnmu  proshishi,  ** precari^,** 
rAAHUiH  gadishif  "  vituperas^ 
CAbimnmH  slyshishh  **audi9," 
^BENumH  ^oenishi,  "  sonas,^ 
nsf AHinH  pMishif  '^pellis,'' 
BA^THmH  vartishU  "vertisr 
BSTAHmn  bUdishU  *' expergefacis" 
CMH^kumn  smischisu  **  nictaris" 
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%(f9  ctsi. 
^^ifVf  daddsi, 
wfw  atsL 
%fw  vStsi. 
t^^t^  pivasi. 
%^  iishS. 
9ni%  smayasi. 

WH\f^jdndsu 

ftf^ftl  bibh^hi. 

^iffl  dadhdsu 

W^VSjiiXisi. 

UriPlI  patasu 

^l^fff  vaJiasu 

^fqrf^  svapishi. 

«nift  vcLchasi. 

^raf^  trcLsasi. 

f^nvftr  vidhyasL 

«niftr  nayasu 

ipif9  hvayasu 

f^mftr  drindsh  "  /ace- 

^atftr  ;>rzcAcAAa^,  '' irderrogas- 

in^  gadasif  "  loqueris 

^ffiftf^  srindshu 

^^Pfirf^  pddayast 
^rtftl  vartasi, 
Whnrirr  bddhayasu 


^1 


i» 


!0 


'  See  §.486.  '  Compare  nHBOjMtx),  "beer. 


>• 
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form,  which  is  replaced  in  Sdavonic  hy  the  appended  refleciire.  *  Ac- 
oording  to  the  ninth  daas  (§.  109*.  5.),  hot  with  iiregnlar  snppieasion  of 
the  n  of  the  root  jna,  which  in  the  second  daas  would  fonn/non,  to  which 
the  Sclayonic  fonn  approaches  more  closely.  ^  Dhd^  "  to  place," 

obtains,  through  the  preposition  ot,  the  meaning  ^'to  make"  (compare 
§.  442.,  Rem.  5).  Perhaps  the  Camiolan  root  dSlam^  ^^  I  work,"  is  based 
on  this  root,  so  that  it  would  stand  for  dedam  (§.  17.))  retaining  the  redu- 
plication which  is  peculiar  to  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek  verb,  as  also  the 
Lithuanian  dedu  and  dSmu  ^  Observe  the  favourite  interchange  be- 

tween V  and  r  or  /  (§.20.  and  §.  409.,  Rem.  t) ;  on  this  perhaps  rests 
the  relation  of  the  inseparable  preposition  pAo  rai — which  in  several 
compounds  corresponds  in  sense  to  the  Latin  dU  (Dobr.  p.  422,  &c.) — to 
the  Sanscrit  ^f^  whU,  *'  outer,"  for  |[  A  is  frequently  represented  by  the 

Sclavonic  3  ^,  as  in  Zend  by^izr ;  e.g.  in  ^f^rf'T  txiAami,  j^jm^mI^  vazdmi^ 

BC^tf  veiu.  The  Sanscrit  vahiSy  however,  is  found  in  Sclavonic  in 
another  form  besides  this,  viz.  with  the  v  hardened  to  b ;  hence  bed 
beiy  "without";  in  verbal  combinations  bi  and  boi  (Dobr.  p.  413,  &c.) 
^  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  identity  of  the  Sclavonic  root  nes  and  the  San- 
jicrit  ni,  which  agree  in  the  meaning  ^'to  bring";  and  in  many  passages 
in  the  Episode  of  the  Deluge  the  Sanscrit  fit  may  be  very  well  rendered 
by  ^^  to  carry."  With  reference  to  the  sibilant  which  is  added  in  Sclavonic 
observe,  also,  the  relation  of  the  root  shfs^  ^'  to  hear,"  to  the  Sanscrit  sru 
and  Greek  KAY.  ^  In  the  infinitive  {bat*  and  preterite  {bach  the 

Sclavonic  form  of  the  root  resembles  veiy  strikingly  the  Zend  J^j^^^j^ 
sdnyimiy  a  complex  but  legitimate  modification  of  the  Sanscrit  hvayami 
(§§.  42.  57.)*  *  '^^  root  is  properly  dar^  according  to  the  Gramma- 

rians ?  dfi^  and  nn  na  (euphonic  for  no)  the  character  of  the  ninth 
daas  (§.109\5.).    Compare  Vocalismus,  p.  179.  '^  Remark  the 

Zend  form  j^pa^jsc^c^  pfriiahu  In  Russian  s-prasity  means  *'  to  carry." 
^'  Irregularly  for  irunoshi^  from  the  root  «rtt,  with  the  character  of  the 
fifUi  class  (§.  109*.  4.),  and  n  euphonic  for  n  (comp.  Rem.  7.)-  *'  '^^^ 

causal  form  of  peid^  *'*'  to  go."  The  Sclavonic  has  u  for  dy  according  to 
§.  255.  h.  The  Latin  pelh  appears  to  me  to  belong  to  this  root,  with  ex- 
change of  d  for  /  (§.  17.))  to  which  a  following  y  may  have  assimilated 
itself— as,  in  Greek,  aK?io^  firom  dkyo^ — as  a  remnant  of  the  causal  character 
aya(§.374.). 


448.  The  Lithuanian  has,  in  common  with  the  Greek,  pre- 
served the  full  termination  si  only  in  the  verb  substantive, 
where  es-si  and  the  Doric  e<r-(ri  hold  out  a  sisterly  hand  to 
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each  other.  In  other  cases  the  two  languages  appropriate 
the  syllable  in  question  so  that  the  Lithuanian  retains  every- 
where the  it  the  Greek,  in  concordance  with  the  Latin  and 
Gothic  the  8.  Compare  the  Lithuanian  dtid-i  with  the  San- 
scrit dadd'si,  Sclavonic  da-sh  Greek  SiSci}'^,  and  Latin  das. 
Just  as  dudh'i  has  suppressed  its  radical  vowel  before  that  of 
the  termination,  so  in  Mielcke's  first  and  second  conjugation 
is  the  connecting  vowel  removed,  while  the  third  and  fourth 
form  a  diphthong  of  it  with  i,  as  in  the  first  person  with  the 
u ;  hence  wez-i  for  W€2€-i,  opposed  to  the  Sanscrit  vah-^orsU 
Zend  vcLZ-a-hit  Sclavonic  vez-e-si,  Latin  veh-is,  Gothic  vig-it 
(§.  109*.  I.),  Greek  ej^-e/j,  and  its  own  plural  vez-e-fe,  as 
duda-te  opposed  to  dudh-i;  but  yessk-a-i,  "thou  seekest,^' 
analogous  to  the  first  person  yessk-a-u.  In  the  Greek,  how- 
ever, the  i  of  the  second  person  in  the  conjugation  in  ai  has 
hardly  been  lost  entirely,  but  has  very  probably  retired  back 
into  the  preceding  syllable.  As,  for  instance,  yeveretpa  out  of 
yeverepta  =  Sanscrit  jani^r^ ;  fieKatva  out  of  fieTiavia  (§.  119.), 
fiell^cdv,  yeipitiVt  afieivo)v,  for  fie^tiav,  &c.  (§.  300.) ;  so  also 
T€pTr'€i'£  out  of  Tepir-e-cisss  Sanscrit  tarp-a-su  Or  are  we 
to  assume,  that  in  Greek  the  i  has  exercised  an  atU'active 
force  similar  to  that  in  Zend  (§.  41.),  and  accordingly  the 
antecedent  syllable  has  assimilated  itself  by  the  insertion  of 
an  e,  so  that  repireis  is  to  be  explained  as  arising  from  an 
older  form  repireKTi  P  I  think  not,  because  of  the  i  forms  ex- 
tant now  in  Greek,  no  one  exhibits  such  a  power  of  assimi- 
lation, and,  for  instance,  we  find  yeveci^,  repevi,  /Lle^aw,  not 
yiveia-t^i  &c.  The  power  which  is  not  attached  to  the  living 
i  is  hardly  to  be  ascribed  to  the  dead. 

449.  The  Lithuanian  carries  over  the  i  of  the  primary 
forms  also  to  the  secondary,  at  least  to  the  preterite,  or 
has  brought  it  back  by  an  inorganic  path  to  this  place, 
which  it  must  have  originally  occupied ;  so  that,  for  instance, 
buw-ai  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  a-bhav-an,  "  thou  wast" 
On  the  other  hand,  in  the  Sclavonic  the  secondary  forms 
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are  without  any  personal  sign  of  distinction,  since  the  termi- 
nating 8  of  the  cognate  languages  has  been  compelled  to  yield 
to  the  aniversal  law  of  suppression  of  terminating  consonants 
(§.  255.  /.).  Hence,  for  instance,  the  imperatives  aa^^h 
dashdu  *' giver  BB^'A  re{ye,  "drive,"  answering  to  the  San- 
crit  dady&St  vahis,  Zend  daidy/Ho  (§.  442.,  observ.  5,  and  §.  56\), 
vazoist  Greek  itdoitig,  expi^,  Latin  dSs,  vehda,  Gothic  vigais, 

450.  There  remain  two  isolated  singular  terminations 
which  require  our  consideration,  ft|  dhi  and  ^  thcu  The  first 
is  found  in  Sanscrit  in  the  imperative  of  the  second  principal 
conjugation,  which  answers  to  the  Greek  conjugation  in  fxt ; 
the  latter  in  the  reduplicated  preterite  of  verbs  in  general. 
The  termination  dhi  has,  however,  split  itself  into  two  forms ; 
inasmuch  as,  in  ordinary  language,  consonants  alone  have 
the  power  to  bear  the  fiill  dhU  but  behind  vowels  all  that 
remains  of  the  dh  is  the  aspiration;  hence,  for  instance, 
bhdhh  "shine,"  pd-hh  "rule,''  in  contrast  to  ad-dhi,  "eat,'' 
vid-dhU  "  know,"  vag-dhi,  "  speak,**  yung-dki,  "  bind."  That, 
however,  dhi  originally  had  universal  prevalence,  may  be 
inferred  from  the  fact,  that  in  Greek  the  corresponding  €t 
spreads  itself  over  consonants  and  vowels,  since  we  find  not 
only  fcr-ft,  KeKpaydt,  avurxfitt  ireneia-di,  but  also  0ad/,  HOt,  arfjdi, 
&c.:  furthermore  from  this,  that  in  Sanscrit,  also,  many 
other  aspirates  have  so  far  undergone  mutilation,  that  nothing 
but  the  breathing  has  remained ;  inasmuch  as,  for  instance,  the 
root  dh(h  "to  lay,"  forms  hita  in  the  participle  passive;  and 
the  dative  termination  bhynm  in  the  pronominal  first  person, 
although  at  an  extremely  remote  period,  has  been  mutilated 
to  hyam  (§.  215.) :  finally  from  this  that  in  more  modem  dia- 
lects also,  in  many  places,  a  mere  h  is  found  where  the  San- 
scrit still  retains  the  full  aspirated  consonant,  as  also  the 
Latin  opposes  its  humus  to  the  Sanscrit  bhumu  The  opinion 
I  have  founded  on  other  grounds,  that  it  is  not  the  ending  hi 
which,  as  the  original,  has  strengthened  itself  to  dhi  after 
consonants,  but,  conversely,  dhU  which,  after  vowels,  has  mu- 


630  VERBS. 

tilated  itself  to  At*  has  been  since  confirmed  by  evidence 
drawn  from  the  Veda  dialect,  which  I  have  brought  to  the  aid 
of  the  discussion ;  inasmuch  as  in  this  it  is  true  the  muti- 
lated form  hi  is  already  extant,  but  the  older  dhi  lias  not 
retired  so  far  to  the  rear  as  not  to  be  permitted  to  con- 
nect itself  also  with  vowels.  Thus,  in  Rosen's  Specimen 
of  the  Rig  Veda  (p.  6)  the  form  shru-dhi,  "hear  thou,"  answers 
remarkably  to  the  Greek  K\vdiA  The  Zend  also  gives  ex- 
press confirmation  to  my  theory,  in  that  it  never,  as  far  as  is 
yet  known,  admits  of  the  form  hU  or  its  probable  substitute 
j^  zi  (§.  97.),  but  proves  that  at  the  period  of  its  identity 
with  the  Sanscrit  the  T  sound  had  never  escaped  from  the 
ending  dhi.  In  Zend,  in  fact,  we  find,  wherever  the  personal 
ending  is  not  altogether  vanished,  either  dhi  or  di;  for  in- 
stance, j^^^M  stuidhif  "  praise  thou,"'  for  the  Sanscrit 
)^fij  duhi;  '><V;»/g^g3  kerinuidhh  "  make  thou,'"  for  the  w^ord, 
deprived  of  its  personal  ending,  "^krinu;  ^cSp^^Jajj  daz*dhh 
"  give  thou"'  (for  ^  dJihi),  euphonic  for  dad-hU  inasmuch 
as  T  sounds  before  other  T  sounds  pass  into  sibilants  (com- 
pare ireTreio-'dt,  §.  102.) :  to  soft  consonants,  however,  as  Bur- 
nouf  has  shewn,  the  soft  sibilants  ^  z  and  cb  sch  alone  cor- 
respond.I  For  j^^>A^  dazdhi  we  find,  elso,  j^sm^  ddidi, 
for  instance.  Vend.  S.  p.  422 ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  to  have 
met  elsewhere  with  di  for  dhL 

451.  How  much,  in  Sanscrit,  the  complete  retention  of 
the  termination  fV  dhi  depends  on  the  preceding  portion  of 
the  word,  we  see  very  clearly  from  this,  that  the  character 
of  the  fifth  class  (nUt  §.  109^  4.)  has  preserved  the  mutilated 
form  hi  only  in  cases  where  the  u  rests  against  two  antece- 
dent consonants ;  for  instance,  in  dpnuhU  "  obtain,'^  from  dp 


*  See  Gramm.  Crit.  §.104.  and  Addenda  to  §.815. 

t  Compare  Rosen  s  Remark  on  this  termination,  1.  c.  p.  22. — B.  The 
retention  of  f%  after  a  vowel  is  found  also  in  the  Mahdbhdrataas  VMI4(^ 
*'put  away,"  "discard."— W. 

:  Ya^na  LXXXVI.  ff.  and  CXXI.  flF. 
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(compare  ad-ipiscor).  Where,  however,  the  u  is  preceded 
only  by  a  simple  consonant,  it  is  become  incapable  of  bearing 
the  hi  ending ;  hence,  for  instance,  chinu,  "  collect,^^  from  the 
root  chL  In  this  mutilated  form  the  Sanscrit  goes  along 
with  the  corresponding  verbal  class  in  the  Greek,  where 
ieUvv,  according  to  appearance,  is  in  like  manner  without 
personal  ending.  This  coincidence  is,  however,  fortuitous, 
as  each  of  the  languages  has  arrived  independently  at  this 
mutilated  form  subsequently  to  their  separation.  Nor  is  the 
Greek  ietKvv  entirely  without  termination,  but,  as  I  conjec- 
ture, the  /  of  the  ending  6t  lies  concealed  in  the  v ;  for  instance, 
iaivvTO,  (D.  xxiv.  665)  from  Souwiro.  It  is  not  requisite,  there- 
fore, to  derive  Saicvv  from  the  a>  conjugation,  and  to  consider 
it  as  a  contraction  from  ieiKwe ;  and  thus,  also,  Tidet,  not  from 
TtOee  but  from  rlOen^  the  t  being  rejected,  as  Tinrrei  from 
Ttmrerif  followed  out  from  Tuirrerou,  and  as  Kcpq,,  from  Kcpari ; 
thus,  also,  umj  (for  i<rrri)  from  iara{d)i^  as  Mov<t^  from  Moucra/, 
Aoyo)  from  \6yoi  (compare  oikoi).  If,  also,  Siiov  be  the  con- 
tractioir  of  iiSoe,  we  find  near  it,  in  Pindar,  the  dialectic  form 
of  iiioh  which  admits  very  well  a  derivation  from  SiSo{0)t.* 
452.  As  the  7  ti  of  the  fifth  class,  where  it  is  not  pre- 
ceded by  two  consonants,  has  lost  the  capacity  for  sup- 
porting the  personal  ending  dhi  or  hi  ;  thus,  also,  the  short 
a  of  the  first  chief  conjugation,  both  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend, 
has  proved  too  weak  to  serve  as  a  support  to  dhi  or  hU 
and  has  laid  them  aside,  as  would  appear,  from  the  re- 
motest period,  as  the  corresponding  Greek  conjugation, 
namely,  that  in  ca,  and  the  Latin  and  Germanic  conjuga- 


*  The  lelation  of  didoi  to  di^ov  is  essentially  di£ferent  from  that  which 
exists  between  tCttoio-i,  rvrrota-a,  and  rlnrrova^i,  rinrrovva  ;  for  here,  as  in 
fteKuK  for  /ueXai,  out  of  /leXav^^  and  analogous  cases,  the  i  represents  a 
Timmlj  which,  in  the  ordinary  language,  has  been  melted  down  to  v,  but  also, 
in  TidtU  for  Tt$€vsy  has  become  i.  On  the  other  hand,  didov  and  didot  do  not 
rest  on  different  modifications  of  a  nasal. 
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tions,  collectively  dispense  with  the  personal  termination. 
The  Germanic  simple  (strong)  conjugation  also  surrenders 
the  connecting  vowel ;  hence  vig  for  viga^  Sanscrit  voA-o, 
Zend  vaz-a,  Latin  ffehrCf  Greek  e^-e. 

453.  We  now  turn  to  the  termination  ^  thof  of  which 
it  has  already  been  remarked,  that  it  is,  in  the  singular, 
peculiar  to  the  reduplicated  preterite.  In  the  Zend  I 
know  no  certain  evidence  of  this  termination  ;  yet  I  doubt 
not  that  there,  also,  its  prevalence  is  pervading,  and  that 
in  a  passage  of  the  Izeshne  (V.  &  p.  dll),  in  which  we 
expect  a  fuller  explanation  through  Neriosengh's  Sanscrit 
translation,  the  expression  ^(^JM^jtl^^^  frordadhdtha  can 
mean  nothing  else  than  "  thou  gavest,"  as  the  representative 
of  the  Sanscrit  pra-daddta  (§.  47.) ;  for  in  the  second  per- 
son plural,  after  the  analogy  of  the  Sanscrit  and  the  Zend 
first  person  dademahi  (§.  30.),  the  d  of  the  root  must  have 
been  extinguished,  and  I  expect  here  A)^ji)A)^  dal-ta  for 
Ai(3MM^  dm-iha,  insomuch  as  in  the  root  au^j3  UhA, 
answering  to  the  Sanscrit  root  ^^^sthA  (compare  p.  Ill); 
so  universally,  in  Zend,  the  Sanscrit  ^  th  has  laid  aside 
its  aspiration  after  jj  i.  Among  the  European  cognate 
languages  the  Gothic  comes  the  nearest  to  the  aboriginal 
grammatical  condition,  in  so  far  that,  in  its  simple  (strong) 
preterite,  it  places  a  ^  as  a  personal  sign,  without  excep- 
tion, opposite  to  the  Sanscrit  tha,  which  t  remains  exempt 
from  suppression,  because  it  is  always  sustained  by  an 
antecedent  consonant  (compare  §.  91.) :  we  might  otherwise 
expect  to  find  a  Gothic  th  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  th, 
yet  not  as  an  unaltered  continuation  of  the  Sanscrit  sound, 
but  because  ^  f A  is  a  comparatively  younger  letter  (com- 
pare p.  62l),  to  which  the  Greek  t  corresponds,  and  to  this 


*  Bumouf,  in  his  able  collection  of  the  groiipes  of  consonants  ascertained 
to  exist  in  the  Z^end,  has  not  admitted  the  composite  Ojj  ith  (p^),  but  only 
pjj  it  (fO  (Vend.  S.  p.  cxxxviii). 
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latter  the  Gothic  th.  If,  however,  the  Greek,  in  its  ter- 
mination Oa,  appears  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  ^  tha,  this 
appearance  is  delusive,  for  in  an  etymological  point  of 
view  6=^  dh  (§.  16.).  While,  however,  this  rule  holds 
good  elsewhere,  in  the  case  above,  6  is  generated  by  the 
antecedent  s,  on  the  same  principle  as  that  which,  in  the 
media-passive,  converts  every  t  of  an  active  personal  termi- 
nation, after  the  pre-insertion  of  o*,  into  d.  As  to  the  origin 
of  the  o*  which  constantly  precedes  the  ending  0a,  I  have 
now  no  hesitation,  contrary  to  an  earlier  opinion,*  in  referring 
it  to  the  root  in  rj<r0a  and  o?cr0a,  and  in  dividing  them  ^{T-dOf 
ol(r-0a  (for  otS-da).  The  first  answers  to  the  Sansc^rit  ds-i-tha, 
for  which  we  may  expect  ds-tha,  without  the  connecting 
vowel,  which  has  perhaps  remained  in  the  Veda  dialect.  If 
this  treatment  and  comparison,  however,  be  unsound,  then 
is  ^a-^a  also  a  remnant  of  the  perfect,  to  which  also  belongs 
the  first  person  rja  for  ^o-a^:  Sanscrit  6sa,  and  the  ending  0a 
thus  stands  in  rla'0a  in  its  true  place :  just  so,  also,  in  oi(r'0a, 
answering  to  the  Sanscrit  vit-tha  (for  v^dHha),  "thou 
knowest,"  Gothic  vais-t  for  vatt-^t  (§.  102.),  and  very  probably 
to  the  2iend  vaSsh-ta  (see  p.  94).  The  root  1^  vid  has 
the  peculiarity,  demonstrated  by  comparison  with  the  cognate 
languages  to  be  of  extreme  antiquity,  of  placing  the  termina- 
tions of  the  reduplicated  preterites,  but  without  reduplica- 
tion, with  a  present  signification :  hence,  in  the  first  praeterite, 
vUUi  (not  vivSda),  answering  to  the  Greek  dtSa  for  FoiSa,  and 
Gothic  vat/.  In  ^Sei(r0a  or  ijSi]<T0a,  I  recognise,  as  in  all  plus- 
quam  perfects,  with  Pott,  a  periphrastic  construction,  and 
consider,  therefore,  his  eia'0a  or  t]a'0a  as  identical  with  the 
simple  ^Oa.  ^'Heio'da  is,  as  to  form,  a  plusquam  perfect : 
nevertheless,  to  the  Sanscrit  first  augmented  preterite  dyam, 
AyaSf  correspond  ^'Cov,  tj'Ceg.     In  e^i/o-da,  however,  and  in  dia- 


*  Annals  of  Oriental  Literature,  p.  41. 

TT 


634  VERBS. 

lectical  forms  like  edeTHfja-da,  the  termination  Oa  appears  to 
me  unconscious  of  its  primitive  destination,  and,  habituated  by 
rjada  and  ota-da  to  an  antecedent  a,  to  have  fallen  back  upon 
the  personal  sign  2,  which  was  ready  to  its  hand. 

454.  In  the  Latin,  di  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  termi- 
nation tha,  with  a  weakening  of  the  a  to  £,  and  the  pre-in- 
sertion  of  an  «,  which  has  even  intruded  itself  into  the 
plural,  where  the  s  is  less  appropriate.  On  which  account 
I  consider  it  as  a  purely  euphonic  addition.  Compare, 
for  example — 

LATIN.  8AN8CHIT. 

dedi'sti,  dadi-tha  or  dadd-tha, 

steti-stif  tttsihi-tha  or  tasthd-tha. 

monuyrd-i'Stit  mamard-i-iha,  "  thou  crushedst.^^ 

tiUudri'siif  ttdSd-i'thOf  "thou  woundedst." 

peped-i'Sti,  papard-i'thcu 

proposc-i'Stu  paprachch'i'tha,    "thou  askedst.^^ 

The  Latin  has  preserved  the  ancient  condition  of  the  lan- 
guage more  faithfully  than  the  Greek  in  this  respect,  that 
it  has  not  allowed  the  termination  in  question  to  overstep 
the  limits  of  the  perfect.  The  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic 
have  allowed  the  reduplicated  preterite,  and,  with  it,  the 
termination,  entirely  to  perish. 

455.  We  give  here  a  general  summary  of  the  points  of 
comparison  which  we  have  established  for  the  second 
person  of  the  three  numbers  of  the  transitive  active 
form. 


*  Compare  the  Sclavonic  proihiti,  ^^precari"  (§.  447.  Table).  The  San- 
scrit root  prach^  whose  terminating  aspirate  in  the  case  above  steps  before 
its  tenuis,  has  split  itself  into  three  forms  in  the  Latin,  giving  up  the  p  in 
one,  whence  rogOy  interrogo^  the  r  in  another,  whence  po900  (§.  14.),  and 
retaining  both  in  preoor. 
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SINGULAR 

• 

SAKScarr. 

CBNP. 

6EBEK. 

ULTIN. 

eBRKAN.* 

LXTH. 

OLD  SCLAV. 

«i.» 

««, 

JtFtrT, 

««, 

«<, 

estif 

yeti. 

iiMkati, 

Mskihi, 

tSTtft, 

1/09, 

f^. 

simm,* 

itouhi. 

daddii^ 

d(d«K, 

dof. 

m           •     • 

dud^ 

dtui. 

bharari. 

barahi. 

^P««> 

/«■*,« 

bairit. 

•  •  .  • 

.  •  •  • 

vahadj 

vaxahif 

^«<?,* 

wAcf, 

fyigigf 

tM«t,> 

veie^. 

(a)t^ 

hjfdo. 

*(•■)«??> 

n^ 

siyais,^ 

•  .  •  • 

•  • . . 

ti^tikA^ 

huteu. 

ivrauf^f 

<^, 

•   •   •   • 

$towiki. 

«/oi:.» 

dad^as. 

dmdhffSc, 

it^UJ^f 

rf^ 

■•    •    ■   • 

dtiki,^ 

datehdy? 

hharU, 

bftiBtrdit, 

^ipov:^ 

/eras. 

bairait. 

•  •  •  ■ 

.  •  •  • 

ffohit. 

vtutSu, 

^K, 

whds. 

viffai»9 

tM/«A;t,7 

w{i.»« 

avahoif 

WtM6, 

e?x«^. 

whebof. 

•   •    ■    • 

•  -•    ■  • 

Sdhi,'' 

axdhif^* 

l^u 

■    ■    •    • 

•    •   •   • 

• 
•  •  ■  • 

■    •    •    • 

viddhi. 

tfiaehdi  P* 

ttrei. 

•    ■    •    • 

«   •    •    ■ 

•  •  •  • 

•    «    •   • 

dM,'* 

doMdhi^^^ 

^i€»et. 

•   •    •   • 

•    •   «   • 

.  •  •  • 

•   .«    •     a 

«ftnKfti,*« 

•  •  •  • 

K\v0tf 

•    ■    •   • 

•  •    •    • 

.  .  •  ■ 

•    •     ■     • 

ffOhOt 

VOMOj 

h^. 

v«A«, 

»Vf 

*  *  •  • 

■     •     •     • 

diUka, 

• 

^  5r6a,« 

•  .  •  • 

•    ■    •    ■ 

•  ■  •  . 

•     •     •     • 

vitthoj 

vaS$hia%^^ 

o?<r6a,i<» 

vidua. 

IKMf^, 

•  •  ■  • 

•     •     •     • 

iuiSdHha, 

•      •      •      • 

•      •     • 

tuiudUH9  itaittaust,^ 

) 

•      ■      •      • 

•     •     •      ■ 

kiihSdUha, 

•      m       •      • 

•      »      • 

fiduH, 
DUAL. 

maimaiai,^ 

•     •      •     • 

»     •     •     • 

tiMhihatha$, 

.  hutaih6P^ 

•   •    •    • 

.«  *  .  • 

atowiUi, 

tto'CUt. 

bharaihas. 

barathS  P^ 

^perov^ 

•    •    ■    • 

6aira<f, 

■    •    •    • 

•  .  •  • 

voMothSf*^ 

t^erov. 

•    •    •    • 

vt^oi^t 

weiatoy 

veleta. 

hharitam. 

•     •     •     • 

^pOlTOVt     .... 

iatratfo, 

•  •  •  • 

•    •    ■    • 

vahitam^ 

fl     •    ■«      ■ 

^orrov. 

-•    •    •    • 

vigaUs, 

tosfirkUa,  veiifeta. 

awihalam. 

■     •     •      ■ 

UXVTQVf 

m 

•    •    •    ■ 

PLURAL. 

....  • 

weiSUh 

•   •   •    • 

tUhihaiha, 

huUaha^ 

9taii»f 

t»/^. 

.  •  •  • 

•    •   •    • 

hharaihay 

baratha. 

^pere. 

fertit,^ 

fi«rt/A» 

■  •  •  . 

■    •    •    • 

vahaihOf 

voMOthaf 

tSx€T€, 

vehUit, 

vigUh,^ 

wekiUif 

veiete. 

iuhthita,^ 

huiaikL^ 

c           / 

h  ttSHs, 

•    •    ■    • 

stowikite,  sioiie. 

dad^aia. 

dmdhgaUh 

Sido«7re, 

ditU^ 

•    •    •    • 

dukite. 

datchdiie 

hharUoj 

baraita. 

il>epoiTe, 

feraiig. 

MraiA,ss 

.... 

.  •  . . 

vahita^ 

tHU/aita, 

thcoiTt, 

veMHs. 

ot^Ay^ 

wefidriii 

V  veiyete. 

avehata. 

vaxatOf 

6?xcTe, 

vehebaii 

Fy        •    •    •     • 

lem.  *. 

weiite^ 

•  •  .  • 

*  See 

§.442.,  I 

0 
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'  A  mutilation  from  ag-si,  *  See  §.  448.  >  Corresponds,  with 

regard  to  the  immediate  oomiection  of  the  persooal  termination  with  the 
root,  to  f^p?f%  bibharshi  of  the  third  class  (§.  109*.  3.)-  *  See 

§.  442.  3.  ^  This  form  is  grounded  on  siy  as  its  root ;  a  is  the  usoal 

connecting  vowel  (p.  105),  and  t  the  modal  expression.  More  of  this 
hereafter.  ^  Tish^.hdyds^  or,  with  the  d  suppressed,  Hshthpaawovld  cor- 
respond with  the  Greek  laraUi^ :  hut  the  root  Hhdi  treats  its  radical  Towel 
according  to  the  analogy  of  the  a  of  the  first  and  sixth  class  (§.  109*.  1.), 
and  contracts  it,  therefore,  with  t  or  f  into  ^,  as  in  Latin  «/e»  out  of  tttCU. 
More  of  this  hereafter.  ^  The  Lithuanian  impeiative,  also,  like  the 

Sclavonic,  rests  on  the  Sanscrit  potential.  The  »  is  thus  here  not  a  per- 
sonal hut  a  modal  expression,  hut  is  generally  suppressed  in  the  second 
person  singular ;  and  Ruhig  declares  the  form  with  %  to  he  absolute. 
^  See  Dobr.  p.  530.  ^  See  Dobr.  p.  539,  and  the  further  remarks  on 

the  imperative  of  the  Archaic  conjugation.  *^  See  §§.  255.  /.  and  433. 

''  Out  of  ad-dhi^  and  this  euphonic  for  as-dhi,  io--di  (Gramm.  Crit.  §.  100.) ; 
so,  below,  d^-hi  out  of  dad-dhi.  That,  however,  the  form  d4-hi  has  been 
preceded  by  an  earlier  dd-hi  or  dd-dhi^  may  be  inferred  firom  the  Zend 
form  ddi-di  (see  §.  450),  the  first  •  of  which  has  been  brought  in  by  the 
retro-active  influence  of  the  last  (§.41.).  In  Sanscrit,  however,  I  no 
longer,  as  I  once  did,  ascribe  to  the  •  ofedhi^  dihi^  an  assimilating  influence 
on  the  antecedent  syllable,  but  I  explain  the  €  out  of  d  thus,  that  the 
latter  element  of  a  +  a  has  weakened  itself  to  t.  I  shall  recur  to  this 
hereafter,  when  I  come  to  the  reduplicated  preterite.  ^*  As  ^f)| 

£dh%  has  sprung  from  ad-^i  the  latter  leads  us  to  expect  a  Zend  form 
J(0^<A>  az-dhi^  by  the  same  law  which  has  generated  j(PgA54  daz-dki 

from  dad-dhi,  "  The  here  supposed  j^p^jg  vUh-dhiy    from 

vid-dhi^  distinguishes  itself  from  j  Q^C  as4 daa^i^  out  of  dad-dhit  through 
the  influence  of  the  antecedent  vowel ;  for  ^  tch  and  f  z  are,  as  sonant 
(soft)  sibilants,  so  related  to  each  other  as,  in  Sanscrit,  V  «  and  v  th 
among  the  mute  (hard),  see  §.  21.,  and  compare  BumouTs  Ya^na,  p.  cxxL 
^*  See  §.  450.,  and  above,  Nos.  11  and  12.  ><  See  §.  450.  ^^  Veda 

form,  §.  450.  '^  I  have  here,  and  also  §.  032,  given  a  short  o  to  the 

ending  tha^  although  the  lithographed  Codex,  p.  311,  ^rea&itBfradadhdihd 
with  a  long  d;  but  in  the  passage  cited  of  the  Izeshne  there  aro  many 
other  instances  of  the  short  terminating  a  written  long;  for  which  reason 
I  cannot  draw  from  the  fashion  of  writing  this  word  the  oondusion  that 
the  originally  short  ending  tha  in  Zend  has  lengthened  itself  while  in 
other  words  the  converse  has  occurred:  compare  §.335.  As  to  what 
concerns  the  supposed  form  donhitha  I  have  elsewhere  already  cited  the 
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third  penon  As^yptf  Sonha  =  VTV  aw,  and  expect  accordingly  Vlfin 
Mtha  to  be  answered  by  joiw/p^  a&nhUha.  '«  See  pp.  632,  633. 
'*  See  §.  102.  **  The  Gothic  roots  staut  and  mait  have  permanently 

sabstitnted  the  Gnna  for  the  radical  vowel,  and  thus  saved  the  reduplica- 
tion :  their  concluding  t  for  d  satisfies  the  law  of  substitution,  but  the  first 
t  of  Httut  is  retained  on  its  original  footing  by  the  pre-insertion  of  the  eupho- 
nic «  (§.  91.)«  With  regard  to  the  m  of  matt,  as  corresponding  to  the  bh  of 
ttttf,  look  to  §§.  62.  and  216.,  and  to  the  phenomenon,  often  before  men- 
tioned, that  one  and  the  same  root  in  one  and  the  same  language  has  often 
split  itself  into  various  forms  of  various  signification;  for  which  reason  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  consider  as  well  bit,  ''to  bite"  (ftetto,  baU\  as  mait, 
''  to  cut  off,"  with  its  petrified  Guna,  as  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  bhid, 
""  to  split.^  >>  The  dual  ending  tS,  of  which  we  have  evidence  for  the 
third  person,  leaves  scarcely  room  for  doubt  that  thS  is  adapted  to  the 
second  person  of  the  primary  forms.  ^  Compare  fWQ  bibhri-tha  of 

the  third  class,  and  above.  No.  3.  ^  Upon  ^  for  <f  see  §.  446. 

THIRD  PERSON. 

456.  The  pronominal  base  ta  (§.  343.)  has,  after  the 
analogy  of  the  first  and  second  person,  weakened  its  vowel, 
in  the  singular  primary  forms,  to  i,  and  in  the  secondary 
laid  it  quite  aside :  the  t,  however,  in  Sanscrit  and  Zend, 
has,  with  the  exception  of  the  termination  in  us,  nowhere 
sufiered  alteration,  while,  in  the  second  person,  we  have 
seen  the  t  of  tva  divide  itself  into  the  forms  /,  th,  dh,  and 
9.  The  Greek,  on  the  other  hand,  has  left  the  t  of  the 
third  person  in  ordinary  language  unaltered  only  in 
€<rTi=s:^ri^  astU  ^j)A}  akU  but  elsewhere  substituted  a 
(t;  so  that,  for  instance,  Stiwn  more  resembles  the  Sanscrit 
second  person  daddsi  than  the  third  daddtU  and  is  only 
distinguished  unorganically  from  its  own  second  person 
SiSiMTf  by  the  circumstance  that  the  latter  has  dropped  the  i, 
which  naturally  belonged  to  it.  That,  however,  originally 
Tt  prevailed  everywhere,  even  in  the  conjugation  in  co,  is 
proved  by  the  medio-passive  ending  rat ;  for  as  SiioTcu  is 
founded  on  SfStacit  so  also  is  repnerau  on  refm-e-ri  =  Sanscrit 
iarp-a-tu     The  form  refyira  has,  however,   arisen  from   a 
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rejection  of  r,  as  above  (§.451),  riOei  from  rlderi,  iiiot 
from  StioOt,  Kepq,  from  Kepan  ;*  as,  also,  in  Prakrit,  bhcmai^ 
"  dicif,"  is  used  together  with  bhanadu^  In  the  secondary- 
forms  the  Greek,  according  to  the  miiversal  law  of  sound, 
has  given  up  the  concluding  T  sound,  and  goes  hand  in 
hand,  in  this  respect,  with  the  Prakrit,  which,  with  excep- 
tion of  the  Anuswara  (§.  10.),  has  repudiated  all  consonants 
at  the  end  of  words,  as  in  the  Gothic,  §.  433.,  and  the 
Sclavonic,  §.  255.  I;  hence  exot  answers  better  to  the 
Prakrit  form  vahf,  and  to  the  Gothic  vigai  and  Sclavonic 
BE^H  vezi,.  than  to  the  Sanscrit  vahU,  Zend  ^^^as^  vaz6U, 
and  Latin  vehat,  vehet. 

457^  While  the  concluding  T  sound — which  in  the  se- 
condary forms  in  Sanscrit,  Zend,  and  Latin,  has  survived 
the  injuries  of  time — ^has  been  abandoned  by  the  t  of  ti, 
the  more  complete  termination  of  the  primary  forms, 
it  has  itself  been  preserved  to  the  present  day  in  German 
and  in  Russian.  Nor  has  the  Old  Sclavonic  allowed  the  i 
to  escape  entirely,  but  exhibits  it  in  the  form  of  a  y.^ 
Compare 

OLD  SCLAVONIC.  SANSCBIT. 

KCTb  yes-tf/f  " est"  ^rftff  os-tL 

tXCTb  ya8-ty,*  "  edit,''  wftr  at-ti. 

BibCTb  vyes-ty,*  "  scU^  %tw  vit4l 

AACTb  das-ty*  "  dat,"  j^^  dadd-ti. 

BE^ETb  vei-e-ty,  "  vehit,"  J(jgf^  vaha-tl 


*  Perhaps  oocox  is  also  no  antiqaated  dative  form  for  oXk^.,  but  a  muti- 
lation of  OtKodl, 

t  In  the  second  imperative  person,  also,  the  Prakrit  exhibits  an  inter- 
esting analogy  to  the  Greek  rrde(r){,  dido(0)f,  in  the  form  bAafkit,  ^^dic," 
for  bhanahi  from  bhanadhi, 

I  According  to  Dobrowsky,  only  in  the  Archaic  conjugation ;  to  Kopi- 
tar,  also  in  the  ordinary.  He  notices,  namely  (Glagolita,  p.  62),  '*  TertuB 
perwfUB  Tb  tarn  nng,  quatn  plur.  vetereSj  ut  not  hicy  per  Tb  gcribebarU, 
Hodiemi  per  Tb."  §  S  euphonic  for  d  (p.  608). 
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The  Lithuanian  has,  in  the  ordinary  conjugation,  lost  the 
sign  of  the  third  person  in  the  three  numbers ;  hence 
wez-a  corresponding  to  the  Sclavonic  vei^e-ty  and  Sanscrit 
vahr€t'ti ;  the  same,  also,  in  the  dual  and  plural.  Those 
verbs  only,  which,  in  the  first  person,  have  preserved  the 
ending  mi  (§.  435.),  have,  in  the  third  also,  partially  pre- 
served the  full  ti,  or  the  t,  and,  indeed,  at  the  same  time,  in 
full  connection  with  the  root;  hence,  esti,  ''he  is,""  dusti,  or 
dud*  ** he  gives,"  id*  " he  eats,"  gied*  *' he  sings,"  dSd* 
**  he  places,"  miegt^  "  he  sleeps,"  sdugt\  "  he  preserves," 
gelbC,  **  ho  helps,"  sh-gt",  "  he  protects,"  lieU\  "  he  lets." 
This  singular  ending  is  also  carried  over  to  the  dual  and 
plural.  The  Gothic  has,  with  the  exception  of  id,  where 
the  ancient  tenuis  has  maintained  itself  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  antecedent  t,  everywhere  ih  in  the  third  person 
of  the  primary  forms.  This  th^  however,  is  not  the  usual 
dislodgement  of  ^,  but  stands,  as  in  the  second  plural  person 
(see  §.  446.),  euphonically  for  d,  because  th  suits  the  ending 
better  than  d  (§.  91.).  In  the  medio-passive,  on  the  olber 
hand,  the  older  medial  has  maintained  itself  in  the  ending 
dof  which  also  agrees  with  the  Prakrit  ending  di.  On 
these  medials  rests,  also,  the  Old  High  German  ^  by  a 
displacement  which  has  again  brought  back  the  original 
form.' 

458.  For  the  designation  of  plurality,  n  is  inserted 
before  the  pronominal  character  which  has  been  compared 
with  the  accusative  plural  (§.  236.).  Behind  this  ti,  the 
Gothic,  in  contradistinction  from  the  singular,  has  main- 
tained the  older  medial,  since  ncl  is  a  favourite  union. 
Compare    dnd   with  irf^  sanii^  -^^S^  herdi,  **  mrd^  and 


«  8  euphonic  for  d^  in  harmony  with  §.  102.  nnd  with  the  Sclavonic, 
t  In  this  sense  is  to  be  corrected  what  wc  have  remarked  on  this  head 
in  ^.  90. 
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(<r)em.     The  Sanscrit  observes  before  the  same  n  the  same 
principle,  which   we    have   noticed   above    (§,437,),    with 
respect  to   the  vowel-less  m   of  the  first  person  of  the 
secondary  forms.      It  pre-inserts,  namely,  an  a  when  that 
letter  or  A  does  not  already  precede  the  pluralizing  n  in  a 
class   or  root  syllable:    hence,  tarp-a-vti,  like   Tepn-o-vri, 
tithta-nti  like  forom,  bhd-tUi,  "they  shine,"  like  ^vri;   bat 
chi-nv-anti,   "  they  collect,"  not  chi-nu-rai  from  chi  ;  y^nti. 
"  they  go,"  not  in-fi  *  from  i.    Thus  the  Greek  our,  out  of  am 
in  SetKw-  an,  t-atri  rtde-art,  JiW-wr/,  acquires  a  feir  founda- 
tion ;    for  it  is  scarcely  to  be  admitted  that  so  striking  a 
coincidence  can  be  accidental  For  even  if  the  forms  TtOeavn, 
itiocani,  tavTi,  SeiKwavri,  are  not  maintained  in  any  dialect, 
yet  we  cannot  doubt  that  the  length  of  the  a  in  neeaa;.  &c,  as 
well  as  in  urratyi  and  TeTwjtaa;,  is  a  compensation  for  an  ex- 
tinguished V,  and  that  <r<,  as  everywhere  in  the  third  person, 
stands  for  t«.  ^  With  regard,  however,  to  the  interpolated  « 
SetKvvw,  and  tatrt  coincide  the  most  closely  with  the  abori- 
ginal type  of  our  family  of  language,  as  in  T/fleor/  the  e. 
and  in  S/Wwri  the  o.  stand  for  the  Sanscrit  H  or  a;    for 
Tidi}fu=tdadMmi  and  m<,»n,=daddmL    These  two  Sanscrit, 
words  must  originally  have  formed,  in   the  third   plural 
person,  dadhd-n-ti,  dadA-nti,  or,  with  a  shortened  a,  dadhatdi 
dadatiti;  and  to  this  is  related  the  Doric  T^d^ia-/,  i,i6yT,  ai 
eur,  to  ^ftrsafrfi.    The  forms  T,e4our,.  itSoHat,  however,  hkve 
followed  the  analogy  of  SeiKpiart  and  &«.  inasmuch  as  they 

♦  The  Indian  grammariaM  adopt  ereTywhere  and,  and,  in  the  eecon- 
d«y  forms,  an,  as  the  full  ending  of  the  thiid  penon  plnral,  and  lay  down 
as  in  the  fint  peraon  singular  of  the  secondary  forms,  as  a  rule,  that  a  of 
the  class  syllable  of  the  first  chief  conjugation  is  rejected  before  the  a  «f 
the  ending  ;  thus,  tarp'^nti,  for  tarpdnti,  out  of  tatpM^i.  The  cognate 
languages,  howeTer,:do  not  fevour  this  view ;  for  if  the  G«ek  o  of  A/p-,^ 
IS  identical  with  that  of  4,^^,,,  and  the  Gothic  a  of  bair^,^  with  that 
of  6o.r^-m,  the  o  also  of  the  Sanscrit  bharanU  must  be  received  in  a  like 
sense  as  the  long  i  of  bhar-&.ma»  and  the  short  of  bkar.<nha 


*i 
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have  treated  their  root  vowel  as  though  it  had  not  sprung 
from  a.     Thus  the  lonicisms,  loYedo-i,  eacrt. 

459.  The  Sanscrit  verbs  of  the  third  class  (§.  109*.  3.),  on 
account  of  the  burthen  occasioned  by  the  reduplication, 
which  they  have  to  bear  in  the  special  tenses,  strive  after 
an  alleviation  of  the  weight  of  the  terminations  :  they 
therefore  give  up  the  n  of  the  third  person  plural, 
and  shorten  a  long  d  of  the  root,  whence  t^^  dada-tu 
they  give,"  jp^  dadha-th  "they  place,"  "^n^  jaJia-ti, 
they  leave."  There  is,  however,  no  room  to  doubt  that, 
in  the  earlier  condition  of  the  language,  these  forms  were 

sounded  dada-ntU  dadha-rdi,  jaha-^u  and  that  in  this 
respect  the  Doricisms  SiSo-vrt,  rtOe-vrt,  have  been  handed 

down  more  &ithful  to  the  original  type.  The  Zend  also 
protects,  in  reduplicated  verbs,  the  nasal ;  for  in  V.  S., 
p.  213,  we  find  ^^i^^^fi^  dadeniif  "  they  give,"  perhaps 
erroneously  for  dadentu*  If,  however,  the  reading  be 
correct,  it  is  a  medial,  and  not  the  less  bears  witness  to  a 
transitive  dadenti.  The  Sanscrit,  however,  in  the  middle, 
not  only  in  reduplicated  verbs,  but  in  the  entire  second 
chief  conjugation,  which  corresponds  to  the  Greek  in 
/£/,  on  account  of  the  weight  of  the  personal  terminations, 
abandons  the  plural  nasal;  hence[cAi-nv-a^^  (for  chi-mv-^nti) 
contrasted  with  the  transitive  chi-^v-antu  This  also 
proves  to  be  a  disturbance  of  the  original  construction 
of  the  language,  which  dates  from  an  epoch  subsequent 
to  its  separation ;  for  the  Grreek  maintains  in  the  medio- 
passive,  still  more  firmly  than  in  the  active,  the  nasal  as 


*  That,  howeyer,  the  suppreaaion  of  the  nasal  is  not  foreign  to  the 
Zend  18  shewn  in  the  form  j^jm^jcm  knhaiti^  ^'  they  teach,"  =San8crit 
^n^Rlir  idtati  from  the  root  l|inf^«a«,  which,  probably  on  account  of  the 
donble  sibilant,  follows  the  analogy  of  the  reduplicated  forms.  In  Zend, 
the  nasal  placed  before  the  h  may  have  favoured  the  suppression  of  that 
of  the  termination.    Upon  the  e  e  for  c  e  see  Bumouf  s  Ya'.na,  p.  480. 
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an  expression  of  plurality,  and  opposes  to  the  Sanscrit 
tarp-a-nti  not  only  refnt'O-vrou,  but  also  to  the  Sanscrit 
dadai^  dadhaii,  ilio-vrcuj  ride-vrat.  Yet  the  Greek  has, 
through  another  channel,  found  a  means  of  lightening  the 
excessive  weight  of  the  medial  termination,  by  substituting 
vTou  where  avrou  would  naturally  occur ;  hence  ieiKw-vratf 
not  SetKv-avTai,  which  latter  we  might  expect  from  SetKvv-Qai 
(out  of  SeiKw-avrt).  The  Sanscrit  form  sM-nv-at^^  and  the 
Greek  arop-vv^vrou  keep  their  completeness  respectively, 
since  the  one  has  preserved  the  a,  the  other  the  nasal.  The 
extrusion  of  the  a  from  <rTop-w{a)vTat  resembles  the  tj  of  the 
optative,  inasmuch  as,  on  account  of  the  increasing  weight 
of  the  personal  terminations,  in  the  medio  passive,  we  form 
from  iiiotYfv  not  StioirjfjLtiv,  but  iiiotfjajv.  The  lonicism  has, 
however,  in  the  third  person  plural,  sacrificed  the  a  to  the  v, 
and  in  this  particular,  therefore,  harmonizes  most  strictly 
with  the  Sanscrit ;  in  remarking  which,  we  must  not  overlook 
that,  both  in  their  respective  ways,  but  from  the  same  motive, 
have  generated  their  aii,  aroUf  out  of  anU ;  thus,  arop-vif 
a{v)Tai  as  compared  with  (rro/9-vt^-(a)i/rai,  the  first  being 
analogous  to  the  Sanscrit  stri-nv-a^ny^.  We  do  not,  therefore, 
require,  contrary  to  p.  265,  to  assume  that  a  of  vevccuocrcu, 
and  similar  forms  in  the  vowelization  of  the  v  of  venauvrai, 
but  irenav-prai  and  Tteirav-arou  are  diverse  mutilations  of  the 
lost  aboriginal  form  veirav-airrai, 

460.  The  Old  Sclavonic  has  dissolved  the  nasal  in 
Dobrowsky's  first  and  second  conjugation  into  a  short  u 
sound,  as  in  the  first  person  singular  the  m,  and  contracted 
the  latter  with  the  antecedent  connecting  vowel,  which  else- 
where appears  as  e,  but  here  is  to  be  assumed  as  d,  to  tl ;  so  that 
BE^vTb  ve^uty*  from  ve^onfy  has  a  surprising  resemblance 
to  the  Greek  exovci  from  exovai  for  expvTu    The  Bohemian 


*  Dobrowsky  writes  BE^VT  veiiit^  and  gives,  as  in  the  singular,  the  y 
only  in  the  Archaic  conjugation  (see  p. 638.  Rem.  \). 
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wezau  has,  on  the  other  hand,  preserved  the  old  a  of  the 
Sanscrit  tMhra-fdu  and  the  Gothic  vigand^  which,  in  the 
Latin  vekuntf  by  the  influence  of  the  liquids,  has  become  u, 
in  contrast  to  the  i  of  the  other  persons  {veh-i-s,  &c.).  The 
u  of  the  Bohemian  toezau,  however,  like  the  last  constituent 
of  the  diphthong  u  of  BE^trTb  ve^uty,  is  of  nasal  origin.  In  the 
Archaic  conjugation  the  Old  Sclavonic  has,  with  the  excep- 
tion ofsuty='nf^8a'nth  ^*8urdr  ^^^  herdU  evrt,  abandoned 
entirely  the  nasal  of  the  termination,  but,  in  its  steady  has 
maintained  the  a  in  its  primary  shape,  yet  with  the  pre-in- 
sertion  of  an  unorganic  y  (§.  225".) ;  otherwise  dadaiy,  tot 
which  AAAATb  dadyaty,  would  be  nearly  identical  with  the 
Sanscrit  J^^  dadati :  as  reduplicated  verbs  have,  in  Sanscrit 
also,  lost  the  nasal  (§.  459.)  b* A^Tb  vyedyaiy,  "  they  know/* 
accords  less  with  ftnrfiir  vidantU  and  iMATb  yadyaiy,  '*  they 
eat,"  with  w^  adanti.  This  analogy  is  followed,  also,  by 
these  verbs,  which  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class 
(§.  109*.  6.),  namely,  Dobrowsky's  third  conjugation,  as 
Md-ya-ty,  "they  make "  =  Sanscrit  iqY^'irf^  bSdh-aya-rdu 
Here,  however,  as  the  division  and  recomposition  shews, 
the  a  preceding  the  y  is  not  inorganic,  but  belongs  with 
the  a  to  the  character  syllable  of  the  conjugation,  of  which 
more  hereafter. 

461.  In  the  secondary  forms  the  vowel  has  been 
dropped  from  the  plural  ending  nii  or  arUi,  as  from  the 
singular  ii,  sU  mu  and  with  this  in  Sanscrit,  after  the  law 
had  established  itself  so  destructive  to  many  terminations 
which  forbids  the  union  of  *two  consonants  at  the  end  of  a 
word  (§.  94. )»  the  personal  character  t  was  obliged  to 
vanish,  which  in  Greek,  where  a  simple  t  is  also  excluded 
as  a  termination,  had  been  already  withdrawn  from  the 
singular.  If  thus  eTepm-e  finds  itself  at  a  disadvantage 
opposed  to  atarp-a-t — thus,  in  erefyir-o-Vf  opposed  to  atarp-a-n 
(for  otorp-a-n^)— the  two  languages,  if  not  from  the  same 
motives,  stand  on  a  similar  footing  of  degeneracy.    ^Vkc-av 
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accords  still  better  with  ds^n,  and  aorists  like  eSei^av  with 
Sanscrit  tenses  like  the  equivalent  adikshan,  as  it  would 
seem  that  the  sibilant  of  the  verb  substantive  has  protected 
the  a  of  the  ending  an  Arom  degenerating  to  o ;  for  the 
usual  practice  of  the  language  would  have  given  us  to 
expect  rja-ov  like  erepnoVf  or  ^a-ev  like  refmoi-ev.  The  Zend 
goes  along  with  the  ev  of  the  latter  in  forms  like  i^^^ 
anheof  "they  were/'  and  yg^^As^  barayen,  "they  might 
bear  "  » ipepotev.  We  see  from  this  that  the  Zend  also  can- 
not support  the  weight  of  the  termination  nt,  although  it 
condescends  more  than  the  Sanscrit  to  concluding  sibilants 
sequent  on  r,  c,  f,  and  n ;  and  has  handed  down  to  us  nomi- 
natives such  as  juo^As^joi  dtars,  "fire,"  m^)7^  druc-Sf  "a 
demon/'  J^)«g^3  kerrfsf  "  body,"  j)^^  baranSf  "  bearing." 
From  the  Gothic  have  vanished  all  the  T  sounds  which  ex- 
isted in  the  previous  periods  of  the  German  language  (see 
§.  294.  Rem.  1.).  Hence,  if  in  the  present  indicative  bair-a-nd 
answer  to  the  Sanscrit  bar-an'ti  and  Greek  if>ep-o-vTi^  we  can 
nevertheless  look  for  no  bairaind  or  bairaiand  in  the  con- 
junctive answering  to  ipepotei^r),  Zend  barayen{t);  and  we 
find  instead  bai-^ai-na,  as  would  seem  by  transposition  out 
of  bairai-an,  so  that  an  corresponds  to  the  Greek  and  Ztend  ev, 
en,  out  of  an,*  In  the  medio-passive  the  lost  T  sound  of  the 
active  has  preserved  itself  as  in  the  Greek,  because  it  did 
not  stand  at  the  end,  but  the  vowel  coming  before,  and,  in 
Gothic,  by  transposition,  after  the  n,  is  removed  on  account 
of  the  increscence  of  the  ending;  hence,  bairaindan,  as  in 
Greek  Kftepoivro,  not  fpepoievro  (compare  p.  642). 

462.   The    ending    un    of   the  Gothic    preterite,   as   in 
haihaitun,  "  they  were  named,"  may  be  compared  with  the 


*  Or  might  we  assume,  tliat,  as  in  the  accusative  (§.  149.),  an  inoi^- 
nic  a  had  been  appended  to  the  originally  terminating  nasal  ?  The  sappo- 
sition  of  the  text,  however,  accords  better  with  the  probabilities  of  the 
primitive  grammar. 
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Alexandrine  av  for  avTi,  our/  (^eyvtoKav,  eipfjKavt  &c.)  with  the 
recollection  that  the  Sanscrit  also,  in  its  reduplicated 
preterite,  although  the  primary  endings  accrue  to  it,  yet, 
under  the  pressure  of  the  reduplication  syllable,  has  been 
unable  to  maintain  the  original  anti  uncorrupted,  but  puts 
ta  in  its  stead.  The  s  of  this  form  is  without  doubt  a 
weakening  of  the  original  t :  with  respect,  however,  to  the 
u,  it  may  remain  undecided  whether  it  is  a  vowelization  of 
the  nasal,  and  thus  the  latter  element  of  the  Greek  ov  of 
rvm-oxxri,  or  a  weakening  of  the  a  of  aniu  The  Sanscrit  uses 
the  ending  ua  also  in  the  place  of  an:  first,  in  the 
potential,  corresponding  to  the  Zjcnd-Greek  en,  ev,  hence 

)d^  bhariyus  (with  an  euphonic  y,  §.  43.),  y^^^As^^  barc^-en, 
^poi-eu ;  second,  in  the  first  augmented  preterite  of  the  redu- 
plicated roots,  thus,  adadhm,  "they  placed,""  adadus,  "they 
gave*'*  for  adadhan  (comp.  eridev),  adadan  ;  from  which  it  is 
clear  that  us,  since  u  is  lighter  than  a  (Vocalismus, 
p.  227.  ff.),  is  more  easily  borne  by  the  language  than  an ; 
third,  in  the  same  tense,  but  at  discretion  together  with 
d-n,  in  roots  of  the  second  class  in  d,  for  instance,  aym, 
or  ayAn,  "they  went,'"  from  yd;  fourth,  in  some  forma- 
tions of  the  multiform  preterite,  for  instance,  ^vlh^ 
askrduskus,  "  they  heard."" 

46a  The  Old  Sclavonic  could  not,  according  to  §.  255.  L, 
maintain  unaltered  either  the  t  or  the  n  of  the  secondary 
form  ant  or  nt :  it  sets  in  their  place  either  a  simple  a  or  u, 
which  last  is  to  be  derived  from  on*  These  two  endings 
are,  however,  so  dealt  with  by  the  practice  of  the  language, 
that  a  appears  only  after  sh,  9  only  after  ch  ;  for  instance, 
B*;^»  byechu  or  B'bmA  byesha,  "  they  were  **"  (§.  255.  wi.).  The 
secondary  form  of  the  Latin  has  been  handed  down  in  most 
perfect  condition,  and  has  everywhere  retained  the  prono- 
minal t  after  the  nasal  which  expresses  plurality ;  thus  erant 
outdoes  the  abovementioned  forms  W^  dsan,  rjaav,  and 
/^yf  anhen  ;    and  feranty  in  respect  of  the  personal  sign. 
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is  more  perfect  than  the  Greek   <f>epoi-€v,  Zend    y^^As7^ts 
barayen,  Gothic  bairai-na,  and  Sanscrit  ^^^  bhariy^us 
464.  In  the  dual    of  the  Sanscrit  the  primary  form  is 

las,  and  the  secondary  tdm :  to  the  first  corresponds,  in 
Greek,  rov  (§.  97.) — ^thus  TefnT'e'Tov^tarp-a-tas; — but  the 
ending  tdm  has,  according  to  the  variety  of  the  d  repre- 
sentation (§.  4.)  divided  itself  into  the  forms  rrjv  and  rci^v,  of 
which  the  former  is  the  prevalent  one»  the  latter  limited 
to  the  imperative;  hence  erefyif'e-Trjv,  Tepir-oi-Tjyv,  against 
atarp-a-tdm,  tarp-i-tdm;  €J€i<c-<ra-Ti;v  against  cuHk-shortdm ; 
but  Te/97r-e-TCi>v  against  tarp^a-tam.  From  this  remarkable 
coincidence  with  the  Sanscrit,  it  is  clear  that  the  difference 
in  Greek  between  rov  on  the  one  hand  and  njv,  rtav  on  the 
other  has  a  foundation  in  remote  antiquity,  and  was  not,  as 
Buttmann  conjectures  (Gr.  §.  87.  Obs.  2.),  a  later  formation  of 
the  more  modern  prose,  albeit  in  four  places  of  Homer  (three 
of  which  are  occasioned  by  the  metre)  rov  is  found  for  tyiv.  The 
augment,  however,  cannot  be  considered  as  a  recent  forma- 
tion merely  because  it  is  often  suppressed  in  Homer,  since 
it  is  common  to  the  Greek  and  the  Sanscrit.  In  Zend  the 
primary  form  is  regular,  ^^  M:*  for  the  secondary,  how- 
ever, which  will  run  ?^^  tahmt  we  have  as  yet  no  instance. 
The  Gothic  has  lost  the  third  dual  person,  but  the  Old 
Sclavonic  has  ta  to, feminine  T'fe  tye^BA  well  for  the  primary 


*  An  instance  is  found  in  a  passage  of  the  Izeshn^  (p.  48),  the  sense 
of  which  has  been  much  mistaken  by  Anquetil : — a5ai(  Qoy^>s^  J^ifAs^di 

(vsiyj^jjj^  J^JA5q)  8ta6mi  maigkemcha  vdrem<^  yd  ti  kifhrpfm  vacfajfatS 
barifsnus  paiti  gairinanm^  "  I  praise  the  douds  and  the  rain,  which  sostain 
thy  body  on  the  heights  of  the  mountains."  According  to  Anqaetil, 
''^jTadresw  ma  priere  d  tannie^  a  la  pluie^  auxquelles  vous  ave«  dcnne  un 
corps  sur  le  wmmet  des  rrumtagnes.'*  FacsayatS  is  either  the  future  of 
vaz^  with  an  inserted  a— thus  for  vac8yat6  =  Sanscrit  vak^yatas — or  a 
derivatiye  from  the  root  mentioned,  in  the  present  according  to  the  tenth 
4;la8s ;  in  either  case,  however,  a  ^ird  person  dual. 
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form  W^  tas  (tov)  as  for  the  secondary  WT^  tdm,  njv,  twv 
(compare  §.  445.) ;  hence  be^eta  ve^efuf  **  they  two  travel," 
=^^fW^  vahatas;  bb^octa  ve^osta,  "they  two  travelled," 
=  mmWi(avdktdmj  euphonic  for  avdkshidniy  p.  98;  ^benI^cta 
^venjesta,  "they  two  sounded,"  =VMr«IVIH^  asvanishtdm. 
As  to  what  concerns  the  origin  of  the  last  letters  s  and  m 
in  the  personal  expreipsions  in^  tas  and  HT^  Mm,  they  rest, 
without  doubt,  on  a  similar  principle  to  those  of  the  second 
person  "^r^thas,  in{^tam;  and  if  one  of  the  explanations 
given,  §.  444.  be  valid,  we  must  then  abandon  the  conjec- 
ture elsewhere  expressed,  that  m  of  tdm  sprung  indeed 
originally  from  #,  but  through  the  previous  intervention 
of  a  t>  (for  m),  after  the  analogy  of  ^fX^J^^  dvdm,  "  we  two," 
vqiTsi  yuvdnif  "  you  two"  (see  §.  340.  Table,  Dual,  l). 

465.  The  following  comparative  table  presents  a  summary 
of  the  third  person  in  the  three  numbers : — 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

ZEMD. 

GREEK. 

LATIN. 

GERMAN.* 

LITR. 

OLD  SCLAV 

tuts 

MhH, 

6CT^, 

erf, 

it. 

eHij 

yesty. 

iishtaH, 

hiriati^ 

nrroTif 

9tat^ 

t«to<, 

9tOWy 

stcHty. 

dadati^ 

dadhdUi, 

iiictri. 

dat^ 

•     •     •     • 

diisH, 

dasty. 

aUiy 

•    •    •    ■ 

•  •  •  • 

est. 

Uithy 

Ssth, 

yasty. 

bartUij 

haraiti^ 

^/>e(T)i,> 

f^? 

bairithy 

•    ■    • 

■    •    ■    • 

vakati^ 

vazakiy 

ix<rW 

oditY, 

vigithy 

weza^ 

veiety. 

{ayyU, 

*SWA 

e(o-)ii|. 

Mrf, 

9iyai,* 

•      •      a 

B         •         •        • 

HMhe't,' 

hiit6U, 

irreuri. 

stet. 

•    «    •    • 

•      •      • 

sM. 

dadydt. 

daidhyat^ 

iiiioujf 

det. 

•    •    *    • 

■      •      « 

d(U€My. 

Iharit^ 

baroity 

4>€poi, 

ferat, 

bairai, 

•      •      • 

.  .  »  . 

avahat. 

fxizaf. 

efxe. 

vehebat^ 

•    •    •    • 

wezi. 

•  •  .  • 

**  '^ 
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(a>te#. 

M6V 

iffT^V,              .  .   . 

iwkthaUu, 

histatS,^ 

baritdmy 

•    •    •    • 

^epoiTttVf 

bharcUdm, 

•    •    •    * 

^epermv,       •  •  • 

tuvdnUhtdm^ 

•    ■    •    • 

•    •    •    •                        •     •     • 

*  See  p.  618, 

Rem.* 


ivenye. 

yegta. 
9tma, 


•    ■    • 


ivenye»ta. 


n 
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PLURAL. 

SANSCRIT. 

ZENa 

OREBK. 

LATIN. 

GERMAN.          LITH.        OLD  SCI.AT. 

9arUiy 

kenti. 

(o')€Kri, 

sunt. 

sind. 

.  8      tuty9 

tisfUhantiy 

histenti. 

laravTif 

statu. 

istdnt. 

8      stoyaty. 

dadati,'° 

dad^nti,^^ 

dl^VTl, 

dant. 

•    •    •    •                       •    ) 

^l    dadyaty. 

Uiaranti, 

barenti^ 

tpepovTtf 

ferunt. 

hairand. 

■     •              •    •    •    • 

vahanti^ 

vazentu 

Uxovrt, 

f)ehunt, 

vigand. 

ve{iUy9 

tUhthSyu9» 

hittayeny 

ifmuev. 

stent. 

■    ■    •    fl                       ^ 

».       •                                 ■         ■          ■          B 

bhariytUy^^ 

barayen^ 

4>epoi€v, 

ferant. 

bairaina,^*    .  , 

•                                  •          •         ■         • 

asan^ 

anh^fiy 

^laav. 

eranty 

■    ■     •    •                      •    ■ 

•                                  •          V         •         • 

atarpUhuSj 

•    •     •    • 

HrepylfaVf 

•    •    • 

....                2  . 

terpye^M.^* 

a8fMnishu9^ 

•    •    •    ■ 

•    •    •    • 

•    •    • 

•      •      •      •                                  •      • 

ivenyesha. 

alikshanj 

«    •    •    • 

i\€iSav, 

■    •    • 

•      ■      •      •                                  ■      ■ 

ioka^M. 

'  See  §.  456.  >  Agrees  with  f^fRTft  bibharti,  third  class,  p.  636, 3. 

»  Without  personal  sign :  see  §.  467.  *  See  p.  636, 5.         *  P.  636, 6. 

*  First  person,  asvanisham,  "  I  sounded.*'  ^  See  §.  464.  *  As 

in  the  singular :  see  §.  457.  »  See  §.  225.  g.  ><>  See  §.  459. 

i>  See  §.459.  >*  Seep.645.  "  Seep.644.  '*  Tarpyeti 

is  called  '^  suffering,"  ^'  bearing,"  so  that  the  original  signification  appears 
to  be  inverted:  compare  the  Gothic  thaurban,  ^^to  need"  (Vocalismus, 
p.  170).  The  Sanscrit  root  tarp  {trip)  means,  according  to  the  fifth  class 
tripyami,  ^'to  be  content,  satisfied";  according  to  the  first  {tarpimi), 
tenth  {tarpayami),  and  sixth  {tripami),  ^^to  content,"  &c. 


MEDIAL  TERMINATIONS. 


466.  The  medial  terminations,  in  which  the  passive  parti- 
cipates,  distinguish  themselves  throughout  from  those  of  the 
active  form  by  a  greater  fulness  of  form,  even  though  the 
mode  of  formation  be  not  always  the  same.  Sanscrit,  Zend» 
and  Greek  accord  together  in  this,  that  they  extend  a  con- 
cluding i,  in  the  primary  forms,  by  the  pre-insertion  of  a : 
hence,  yuii  from  yu,  trat  from  the  crt  which  remains  uncor- 
rupted  only  in  katri  of  the  second  person  (§.  488.),  rat  from  n, 
and,  in  the  plural,  vtou  from  \m.  The  Sanscrit  and  Zend 
make  their  diphthong  6  correspond  to  the  Greek  ai ;  and  this 
applies  to  the  rare  cases  in  which  the  6  produced  by  a  + 1  is 
represented  in  Greek  by  a/,  as  usually  the  first  element  of 
the  Indo-2iend  diphthong  appears,  in  Greek,  in  the  shape  of 


^^»" 
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e  or  o  (see  Vocaliamus,  p.  196).  The  weightier  and  original 
a  seems,  however,  in  the  extant  endings  of  the  middle  voice, 
where  the  expressive  fullness  of  form  of  the  language  comes 
most  into  evidence,  to  have  been  purposely  guarded.  The 
Gothic  has  lost  the  i  element  of  the  diphthong  at ;  hence,  in  the 
third  person,  da  for  dai ;  in  the  second,  za  (euphonic  for  «(7, 
§.  86. 5.)  for  xid;  and  in  the  third  person  plural,  nda  for  ndai. 
The  first  person  singular  and  the  first  and  second  of  the  plu- 
ral have  perished,  and  are  replaced  by  the  third,  as  our  Ger- 
man sindy  which  pertains  properly  to  the  third  person  plural, 
has  penetrated  into  the  first.  The  a  which  precedes  the  per- 
sonal ending,  as  in  hait-a-za,  '*  vocariSf^^  hait-a-da,  "  vocatitr,'" 
as  opposed  to  the  i  of  haitisf  "vocas,''  haiiith,  "vocatf''  appeared 
formerly  mysterious,  but  has  since,  to  my  mind,  fully  ex- 
plained itself,  by  the  assumption  that  all  Grothic  verbs  of  the 
strong  form  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  first  or  fourth  class 
(p.  105),  and  that  the  i  of  haitis,  haitUh,  is  a  weakening  of  an 
older  a,  conformable  to  rule,  and  the  result  of  a  retro-active 
influence  of  the  terminating  s  and  th  (§.  47.).  The  medio- 
passive,  however,  found  no  occasion  for  a  necessary  avoid- 
ance of  the  older  a  sound*  and  it  therefore  continues,  in  this 
particular,  in  the  most  beautiful  harmony  with  the  Asiatii? 
sister  idioms. 

467.  The  Sanscrit  and  Zend  have  lost  in  the  first  person 
singular,  as  weU  of  the  primary  as  the  secondary  forms,  the 
pronominal  consonant,  and  with  it,  in  the  first  chief  conjuga- 
tion, the  a  of  the  class  syllable  (see  §.  435.) ;  hence  wt^ 
bSdhi,  **  I  know,"**  for  bSdh-d-mS  or  bSdh-ni-mi,  in  the  case  that 
the  weightier  personal  ending  in  §.434.  has  impeded  the 
lengthening  of  the  class  vowel  there  mentioned.    Gompai 


SANSCRIT.  ZEND.  OREEK  OOTHIC. 

>li  bhar-i^  '         ^^J^  bairSf  fpep^-fiau,  .... 

H^  bhar-a-sif     ^«>*a5^  bar-a-M,  (<j>€p'e-<rai)^  i>^PV*  bair-^-za, 

HO^  bhar-a-tSf     ^y^M^^n  bar^ai-ti,  ^pip-e-^ai,  bair-a-da, 

HT^  bhar-a-nti,  h^^^jm?^  bar^-ruti,  ^ejO-o-vrcw,  bair-a-nda. 
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1  See  §.  42.  *  In  the  passive  the  thiid  penon  plmal  often  appears 

as  ^^^^^^y^M)  uizayiwUi  (Vend.  S.  p.  136),  with  S  for  a,  through 
the  influence  of  the  antecedent  y  (§.  42.).  For  the  middle  I  have  no  in- 
stance of  this  person ;  we  might  at  best  be  in  doubt  whether  we  might 
use  har^nti  after  the  analogy  of  the  transitive  barfnti  or  baramti.  Both 
are  possibly  admissible,  but  barainti  appears  to  me  the  safest,  as  in  the 
active  transitive,  also,  ainii  is  extant  as  well  as  ^n^t,  especially  after  p, 
where  ifnH  would,  perhaps,  not  be  allowed ;  hence,   j^juijiAs»^j't»tii^ 

^'they  live,"  =  Sanscrit  j(h(f^  jivanti;  j^^jA»>jkU  bavairUi,  '^they 
are,"  =s:)f^f^  bhavanti.  We  find,  also,  without  v  preceding,  yopfainti  =^pa^ 
janti  in  a  passage  cited  from  the  Tashter-Yesht  by  Bnmouf  (  Ya^na,  Notes, 
p.  74).  Or  should  we  here  read  yaseaiiUiy  as  yax  is  specially  used  in  the 
middle. 

468.  In  the  secondary  forms  the  terminatmg  diphthong 
in  Sanscrit  and  2jend  weakens  itself  in  the  same  manner 
as  in  Gothic  already  in  the  primary;  the  t  element, 
namely,  vanishes,  but  the  a  remaining  appears,  in  Greek, 
as  o ;  hence,  k^f^ep-e-rot  opposed  to  imv  abhar-O'ta,  a>^as^ 
bar-orta;  in  the  plural,  e^cp-o-vro,  to  WHt?if  abhar-a-fdaf 
As^^As^  bar-a^nta.  The  Sanscrit-Zend  forms  have  a 
striking  likeness  to  the  Gothic  bair-a-nJa,  bair-a-nda.  Yet 
I  am  not  hence  disposed,  as  formerly  to  accommodate  the 
Gothic  primary  to  the  Sanscrit  secondary  forms,  and  to  make 
the  comparison  between  bair-orda^  bair-a-ndot  and  abhar^a-ioy 
ahhar^-ntap  instead  of  bhar-a-itf  bhar-ornU.  The  ending  a«, 
in  the  Gothic  conjunctive,  is  puzzling ;  for  instance,  6atr-at- 
dati,  opposed  to  the  Sanscrit  bkar-S-ta,  Zend  bar-ai^eh  Greek 
0e/o-oi-ro;  and  thus,  in  the  plural,  bair'ai-ndau  opposed  to 
il^p^ot'VTo  ;t  anil,  in  the  second  person  singular,  bair-ait-zau 


*  Conjugation  System,  p.  131. 

t  In  Zend  the  active  bar-4iy-Sn  would  lead  us  to  expect  a  medial 
bat'Oi-nta  (compare  §.461.).  The  Sanscrit,  departing  from  the  sister 
languages,  has  the  ending  ran^  thus  Ihar^e.ran^  which  seems  to  me  a  muti- 
lation otbkar'S-ranta.  The  root  M^  ^^  sleep,"  ^*lie,"  inserts  anomalously 
such  an  r,  as  here  precedes  the  proper  personal  ending,  in  the  third 
person  of  all  special  tenses  (§.  109*.),  suppressing,  however,  in  the  present 

impe- 
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to  ^t^ep^i-iiToy  It  is  not  probable  that  this  au  has  arisen  out 
of  a  by  the  inorganic  addition  of  a  ti,  as  the  degenerations  of 
a  language  usually  proceed  rather  by  a  wearing  off  than  an 
extending  process.  I  think*  therefore,  that  the  ending  au  of 
the  imperative,  where  it  has  already  attained  a  legal  founda- 
tion (p.  597),  has  insinuated  itself  into  the  conjunctive ;  that 
thus  the  speakers,  seduced  by  the  analogy  of  bcUr^-daUf 
boMT-a-ndau,  have  used  6atr-ai-</au,  &air^i-nc2att,  also  in  the 
conjunctive ;  and  that  thence  the  au  has  made  its  way  into 
the  second  person  singular,  thus  bair'airzau  for  botr-ai-^o. 
This  ought  not  to  surprise,  as  the  medio-passive  in  the 
Gothic  has  got  into  confusion  in  this  respect,  that  the  first 
person,  and,  in  the  plural,  the  second  also,  has  been  entirely 
displaced  by  the  third. 

469.  In  the  second  person  singular  of  the  secondary  forms 
the  Sanscrit  diverges  from  the  principle  of  the  third  and 
first.  Just  as  ta  stands  opposite  to  the  primary  t4  and  the 
secondary  i  of  the  transitive  active,  we  should  expect  «d  as  a 
counterpart  to  si  and  «.  In  its  place,  however,  we  find  thds ; 
thus,  for  instance,  ahMdhra'thda,  *'thou  knewest,"  hMdh-S- 
thdsj  ''thou  mightest  know."  That,  however,  originally 
there  was  a  form  sa  coexistent  with  this  thds  is  indicated* 
not  only  by  the  Greek,  in  which  eilSo-o'o,  iHot-o'o  accord 
exactly  with  kilio^o,  iiioi-ro,  but  also  by  the  Zend,  which 
exhibits  A»%y  ha  in  places  where,  in  Sanscrit,  ^  «a  is  to  be 
expected,  the  h  being  a  regular  correspondent  to  s  (§.  53.), 


impeFstiye  and  first  augment  preterite,  aeooiding  to  §.  459.,  the  naaal  of 
plurality;  henoe,  «V.ra(n)</ sssireT-vrai ;  potential  iay-f.ran,  imperative 
Mi^ra(n)teimy  preterite  aiS'ra(n)ta  =»  ixeivro.  We  ahall  hereafter  recog- 
nise such  an  r  in  the  middle  of  the  reduplicated  preterite.  As  to  its  origin, 
howerer,  I  conjecture  it  to  be  ihe  radical  consonant  of  the  verb  subetan- 
tiye,  with  an  anomalous  exchange  of  #  for  r  (comp.  §.  22.),  so  that,  for  in- 
stance, dad4'.ran^  for  dad-Uranta^  would  run  parallel  with  the  Greek  active 
iMio-av^  to  which  would  pertain  a  medio-passive  itiouivavro  or  dcdoiVavre. 

uu  2 
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and  A»i^  8ha  after  such  vowels  as,  in  Sanscrit,  require 
the  conversion  of  the  s  into  sh  (p.  20).  The  ending  ha 
has,  according  to  §.  d6\,  an  n  prefixed,  and  thus  it  occurs 
in  my  first  Zend  attempt  (Berlin  Annual.  March  1831. 
p.  374),  in  the  passive  form,  hitherto  unique,  uiayanhOf  **  thoa 
wast  bom  "  (Vend.  S.  p.  42).  Anquetil  translates  the  pas- 
sage, which  cannot  admit  two  interpretations,  (^^  j^m* 
M^jjj^yj^j^M)  hi  turn  uiazayanha,  "  to  him  thou  wast  born,"* 
by  "  lui  qui  a  eu  un  fih  celAre  comme  vaus^  and  thus  con- 
ceals the  true  grammatical  value  of  this  remarkable  expres- 
sion, which  was  perhaps  not  intelligible  even  to  Anquetil's 
Parsi  instructors.  I  have  since  been  unable  to  find  a  second 
instance  of  this  form  ;  but  Bumouf  (Yafna  Notes,  p.  33)  has 
brought  to  light  a  middle  aorist  form  of  no  less  importance 
namely,  A5yj^7^7j  ururudhusha,  "  thou  grewest,""  to  which 
we  shall  recur  hereafter.  At  present  we  are  concerned 
only  with  the  substantiation  of  the  ending  shOf  the  s  of  which 
stands  under  the  euphonic  influence  of  an  antecedent  u. 

470.  We  return  to  the  Sanscrit  ending  thds.  This  stands 
in  obvious  connection  with  the  active  ending  thcL,  described 
§.  453.,  which  probably  had,  in  its  origin,  an  extension  in  the 
singular,  and  from  which  the  form  thds  arose,  by  elongation 
of  the  vowel  and  the  addition  of  s;  which  s,  as  observed 
Gramm.  Crit  §.301.  d^  probably  stands  also  to  designate  the 
second  person.  If  this  be  so,  then  either  the  first  or  the  se- 
cond personal  expression  would  designate  the  person,  which 
sustains  the  operation  of  the  action  or  its  interest,  which  in 
all  middle  forms  is  forthcoming  at  least  in  the  spirit  if  not  in 
the  body.  Thus  in  ddai-tds,  **  thou  gavest  to  thee"  (tookest), 
either  "thou"  is  designated  by  td,  and  "to  thee"  by  s,  or 
the  converse.  If  this  be  so,  and  if  in  the  Greek  first  person 
the  V  of  the  ending  fxrjv  (Doric  fidv)  be  organic,  t.  e.  not  a 
later  nugatory  addition,  but  intentional  and  a  legacy  of  the 
primeval  period  of  our  race  of  languages,  then  eSiSofxtjv  also 
signifies  "  I  gave  to  me,*"  whether  it  be  tliat  /le  Qiol)  or,  as 
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seems  to  me  more  probable,  the  v  expresses  the  subjective 
relation :  in  either  case,  however,  ^jlij-v  (jid-v)  stands,  even 
with  respect  to  the  length  of  the  vowel,  in  perfect  analogy 
to  the  Sanscrit  thds.  To  this  we  must  add,  as  an  analogy 
for  the  third  person,  the  ending  UTi^  tdt  of  the  Veda  dia- 
lect, where  the  expression  of  the  third  person  stands  dou- 
bled. I  therefore  hold  this  remarkable  ending  for  a 
middle,  although  Panini  (VII.  1. 35.)  gives  it  out  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  transitive  imperative  endings  tu  and  hi* 
which  precede  blessings ;  for  instance,  bhavdn  jitxxtdt,  "  May 
your  honour  live!"  (respectful  for  "mayest  thou  live!"). 
It  is  true  the  root^7o,  and  perhaps  many  others  with  the 
ending  tdt,  is  not  used  in  the  ordinary  language  in  the 
middle  voice,  but  the  ending  may  be  a  remnant  of  a  period 
in  which  all  verbs  had  still  a  middle  voice.  The  middle 
is,  moreover,  in  its  place  in  blessings,  in  which  some  good  ^ 

or  advantage  is  always  imprecated  for  some  one.     Finally,  ^ 

tdif  in  a  formal  respect,  is  much  nearer  to  the  usual  me- 
dial imperative  ending  Mm  than  the  transitive  tu;  yet  I  do 
not  believe  that  tdt  has  arisen  out  of  Mm,  but  rather  that 
the  converse  has  taken  place,  perhaps  by  the  interven- 
tion of  an  intermediate  ids  (compare  §.  444.).  However 
this  may  be,  the  ending  tdt,  which  Bumouf  s  acuteness 
has  detected  also  in  Zend,''*  is  of  importance,  because  it 
affords  an  ancient  foundation  for  the  Oscan  imperative  in 


*  Poesibly  the  representation  of  the  endmg  hi  by  tdt  may  be  so  under- 
stood, as  that  in  sentences  like  bhavdnjifxUdi^ ""  May  your  honour  live! "  the 
person  addressed  is  always  meant.  Examples  are  not  adduced  in  which  the 
actual  second  person  is  expressed  by  tdt.  Should  such  exist,  we  should 
be  obliged  here  to  bring  back  the  two  fa  to  the  base  tva  of  the  second 
person,  while  in  the  tdt  of  the  third  person  both  belong  to  the  demonstra- 
tive base  to  (§.  343.). 

t  Only  in  one  instance  of  value,  MJUi(eH3^A»>>^;  uat-varstdt,  (Ya^na, 
p.  603,  Note). 
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tvdf^  preserved  to  us  in  the  table  of  Bantia,  as  Uaturd  for 
liceto^  edu-d-  for  esto,  earta.'f  To  the  Greek  imperative  end- 
ing T<a  a  middle  origin  is  otherwise  ascribable ;  for  in  the 
plural,  repir-o-vrwv  accords  perfectly  with  the  Sanscrit  middle 
tarp-dMiiAmf  and  is  related  to  it  as  repir-e^oiv  to  the  purely 
active  dual  iarp-a-tdm.  Should>  however,  Tefnr-o^vnov  be 
identical  with  the  transitive  torp-a-nfu,  this  would  be  a  soli- 
tary instance  in  the  entire  granunar  of  the  Greek  language, 
in  which  ca  corresponded  to  a  Sanscrit  ti»  with,  moreover,  an 
inorganic  accession  of  a  nasal.  We  should  be  more  inclined 
in  repirina — if  we  accommodate  it  to  the  medial  tarp-a-ddm — 
to  admit  the  abrasion  of  a  nasal  sound,  as  in  eiei^oLt  opposed 

to  vIt^W^  adiksham.  I  now,  however,  prefer  to  identify 
T€(yir€70i  with  the  Veda  word  tarpaidt,  for  the  abandonment 
of  the  T  were  compulsory,,  that  of  the  nasal  an  accidental 
caprice.  The  relation  of  refm-e-rta  to  iarp-ortdt  would  be 
similar  to  that  of  eSiStOf  e$<i>,  to  adaddt,  addt  If,  however, 
repm&roi  be  identical  with  tarpcdM  and  Oscan  forma  like 
Ucitudj  esttidt  the  view  we  have  mentioned  above,  that  the 
Veda  ending  tdi  belongs  properly  to  the  middle,  acquires  a 
new  support ;  for  if  refynovrtav  supports  itself  on  tarpaiUdm, 
and  so  far  is  of  middle  origin,  then  its  singular  counter- 
part, also,  can  belong  to  no  other  verbal  genus,  and  has 
asserted  to  itself  a  similar  origin  to  that  of  its  Asiatic  pro- 
totype tarpaidt. 
471.  The  first  person  singular  of  the  secondary  forms  ought. 


*  Compare  the  ablative  in  ud  to  the  Sanscrit-Zend  in  a/,  eu,  and  the 
Old  Latin  in  o-d. 

t  It  deserves  remark,  that  Dr.  Kuhn,  in  his  work  *'*'  Conjugatio  in  /uy 
lingniB  Sans,  ratione  habita"  (p.  26,  oba.),  has  ascribed  to  this  Oscan  fbim, 
without  recognising  its  Veda  analogue,  a  passive  origin.  The  Oscan 
afiects  a  concluding  d  for  /,  but  has  maintained  the  old  tenuis  under  the 
protection  of  a  preceding  s ;  hence  the  conjunctive  fonns  such  BAflut,  op- 
posed to/titd  (see  Mullers  Etrusker,  p.  37).  Compare,  in  this  particular, 
the  Crothic  Ut  (§.  45.)  with  bairith^  bairada. 
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in  Sanscrit,  after  the  analogy  of  the  third  in  to  to  be  mOf 
so  that  bhartma  would  be  the  counterpart  of  the  Greek 
^ffepoiftav  i-fifiv).  This  form  must  also,  if  not  the  oldest, 
have  been  of  long  standing  in  Sanscrit  In  the  condition, 
however,  of  the  language  as  preserved,  the  m,  as  every- 
where in  the  singular  of  the  middle,  has  given  way,  and 
for  bhari(m)a  we  find  bhari-y-a,  with  an  euphonic  y,  which 
is  inserted  before  all  personal  endings  beginning  with 
vowelsy  in  both  active  forms  of  the  potential  (compare 
§.  4a).  In  the  forms  burthened  with  an  augment,  the 
ending  a,  already  much  mutilated,  has  experienced  a  further 
weakening  by  the  transition   of  a  to  i;  hence  a^ri-nv-U 

**  stemebam,^''  for  astri-^v-a,  and  this  from  agtrinu-mOf  or  a 

•     •  •   • 

still  older  (istri-nurmamf  which  would  answer  to  the  Doric 

■     • 

€<JT0/9-VU-/iaV. 

472.  We  return  to  the  primary  forms,  in  order  to 
remark,  that,  in  Sanscrit,  not  merely  those  forms  end  in  ( 
which,  in  the  transitive  active,  end  in  i,  and  above  have 
been  classed  opposite  the  Greek  middle  forms  in  at ;  but  also 
those  which,  in  the  transitive  active,  exhibit  no  u  and,  in 
the  Greek  middle,  no  ou.    The  collective  primary  forms  run — 

PLURAL. 

dhvi. 

nti  or  at6==vrou,  arou  (§.  469.) 

The  Zend  follows,  as  far  as  evidence  exists,  the  analogy 
of  the  Sanscrit,  yet  the  first  person  plural  is  not 
i^A}(  mazi,  as  would  be  expected  from  ii^  mahS,  but 
i^^^AiC  maidM  (§.41.);*  from  which  it  is  clear,  that  as, 
before  I  studied  Zend,  I  had  inferred  from  the  Greek 
fieda,  the  Sanscrit  maM  is  a  mutilation  of  n^  madhi.  The 
Greek  /neda,  however,  has  on  its  side  lost  the  terminating 


SING. 

DUAL. 

(m)i=zfiau. 

vaM, 

ti^^caut 

dthi. 

iif^^TCUf 

m 

*  Maidi^  also,  occurs  with  the  aspiration  dropped. 
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i,  and  thus  ranks  with  the  Gothic  forms,  mentioned  §.  4G7. 
In  the  secondary  forms,  i|^  maM  weakens  itself  by  the  loss 
of  the  initial  element  of  the  diphthong  6  to  mahi ;  on  the 
other  hand  it  extends  itselfr  in  a  manner  which  argues  a 
propensity  to  the  greatest  fullness  of  form,  in  the  first 
person  imperative  to  msvt  dmahdi  ;  and  analogous  to  this 
the  dual  exhibits  together  with  ^  vaM  the  forms  void  and 
AvahAL  The  Zend  contains,  also,  in  the  special  forms,  the 
full  ending  maidM ;  at  least  there  is  evidence  of  this  last 
in  the  potential  ^(^j^a)^^^^^^^  buidhyAimcddM,  "  we 
might  see,"  (Vend,  S.,  p.  45)  repeatedly. 

473.  If,  in  Sanscrit,  all  the  endings  of  the  middle  primary 
forms  resolve  themselves  into  ^,Iam  not  of  opinion*  therefore, 
that  all  these  rest  on  the  same  principle :  as  to  those  to 
which,  in  the  transitive  active,  i,  and,  in  the  Greek  middle, 
at,  corresponds,  I  am  mudi  inclined  to  assume  the  dropping 
of  a  pronominal  consonant  between  the  two  elements  of 
the  diphthong,*  and,  indeed,  to  explain  (m)^  fiai,  out  of  mami; 
si,  aau,  out  of  sdsi ;  ti,  rat,  out  of  faii ;  as  we  have  before  seen 
TUTtret  arise  out  of  ivirreTh  and>  in  the  Prakrit,  bhanai  out  of 
hhanadi ;  and  as,  also,  in  the  Greek,  the  medial  rCnrrea'ai  has 
mutilated  itself  further  into  rvirrrj,  and,  in  Sanscrit,  mS  into  i. 
In  this  i  the  expression  of  the  first  person  is  thus  contained  in 
a  twofold  manner,  once  out  of  a  for  ma,  and  then  out  of  i  for  mi; 
and  thus,  also,  the  reduplicated  preterite  in  the  third  person 
exhibits  i  opposite  the  Greek  tou  for  rari,  and  the  Vfeda  dia- 
lect gives  us,  even  in  the  third  person  for  sh&-U=^K€irai  of  the 
ordinary  language,  the  form  »Aay-^  (euphonic  for  »A^4)  and 
other  similar  mutilations  of  the  endings  of  the  middle  voice,  as 
aduh,  "  they  milked,'*  for  aduh-ata;  dvham,  "  he  should  milk," 
for  dug-dMm,  and  this  last  euphonic  for  duh-ldm  (Panini  VII. 
1.  41.)     If  we  now  refer  {m)i=zfjiat,  si^aat,  and  ti^rat,  to 


*  So,  also,  Kohn  in  his  Tract  (p.  25),  mentioned  at  p.  054. 
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the  probably  pre-existing  forms  mamU  sasif  tati,  perhaps, 

aIao»  mdmU  Mh  tdii,*  the  question  arises  vrhich  of  the  two 

pronouns  expressed  the  subjective,  and  which  the  objective 

relation.      Does  dat-8a{s)i,  J/Jo-<ra(<r)i   signify  "give  thee 

thou,"  or  "  give  thou  thee  "  ?    If  we  assume  the  former,  we 

obtain  the  same  order  as  in  iiSoade,  SlSoaOov,  &c.,  of  which 

more  hereafter;  and  the  remarkable  case  would  occur,  that, 

after  the  suppression  of  the  second  pronominal  consonant, 

the   first,   which,   with  its   vowel,   expressed  the  pronoun 

standing  in  the  relation  of  the  oblique  case,  has  obtained  the 

appearance  of  designating  the  subjective,  or  of  belonging 

to  the  proper  personal  ending ;  for,  in  iiSo'fia(fi)i,  the  feeling 

of  the  language  would  better  dispense  with  the  expression 

of  the  "  to  me  "  or  "  me  "  (accusative)  than  with  that  of 

"L'*''      I    believe,   whichever   of  the  two  explanations    be 

the  true,  that  we  recognise  in  iiio-fiou  the  same  /x,  as  in 

iiSiafju.     That  this  should  so  appear  is,  however,  no  proof  of 

the  real  state  of  the  case ;  for  if,  as  much  resembles  the  case 

in  question,  and  as  has  often  occurred  in  the  history  of 

language,  reduplicated  forms  undergo  interior  mutilation, 

by   extrusion  of  the  consonant  of  the  second  syllable,  the 

first  syllable  then  acquires  the  appearance  of  belonging 

to  the  root  itself.      No  one  misses,  from  the  point  of  sight 

of  our  current  language,  from  preterites   like    hieU  the 

initial  consonant  of  the   root :    every  one  holds  the  h  of 

hidt  as  identical  with  that  of  halle;   and  yet,  as  Grimm's 

acuteness  has  discovered  (I.  103,  104.),  the   syllable  hi  of 

hieU   has   gained  this  place   by  reduplication.       The  Old 

High  German  form  is  hialt,  hi(k)aUf  and  the  Gothic  haihaldf 

whose  second,  and  thus  radical  A,  has  escaped  from  the 

younger  dialects.      I   now  hold,   contrary  to  my  earfier 

opinion,    the    initial    consonants    of  Sanscrit   forms   like 


*  Compare  §.  470.  thd^y  td-t^  fia-v. 
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iipimaj  "  we  expiated,"  for  reduplicative,  and  I  assume  an 
extrusion  of  the  base  letter  t  of  tatapima,  producing 
tdpimassstaapima^  and  hence,  by  weakening  of  the  d 
( =  a  +  a)  to  e  (^a-^i),  tSpima.  In  the  Sclavonic  damy, 
"  I  give,"  also,  and  in  the  Lithuanian  dumU  the  first  syl- 
lable has  sprung  from  a  reduplication,  and  the  radical 
syllable  has  entirely  vanished.      More  of  this  hereafter. 

474.  Let  us  now  turn  to  those  middle  endings  in  i,  to 
which,  in  Greek,  no  ou  corresponds,  and  we  believe,  that  we 
recognise    in   the  plural   dhv6  a   pronominal    nominative 
form  in  the  sense  of  §.  228. ;  thus  dhi^i  out  of  dhva-ij  of  the 
base  dkva  for  tva.      The   dual  endings  AtM,  dU»  accord, 
on  the   other  hand,  with  neutral  dual  forms;    such,   for 
instance,    as   Ut  "these  two."      In   the  secondary  forms, 
cOwam,    distributed   into    dhuram,   may,   in   regard    of  its 
ending,  be  compared  with  yw-y-om,  "  you,*"  vay-arot  "  we ;" 
but  the  dual  expressions  Athdrrtt  dtdtnj  are  related,  in  r^ard 
of  their  finals,   to   dhvam,  as,  by  §.  206.,  Au  (out  of  6s)  is 
to  as,  and  accord  with  Avdrn^  "  we  two,"  yuvatOf  "  ye  twa" 
For  the  rest,  ^n^  dJtM,  mk  dtS,  wrm,  AthAm,  WilP^  6t6m, 
appear  to  me  mutilations  of  tMM,  &c.    (see  Kuhn,  1.  c, 
p.  3l) ;  just  as  we  have  found  above  in  the  Veda  dialect,  in 
the  third  person  singular   imperative  Am  for  tAm  (p.  68l). 
The  syllables  (CjhA,  (t)Af  which  express  the  pronoun  residing 
in  the  relations  of  the  objective  cases,   are  represented  in 
Greek  by  the  <r  in  8/5o-(r-0ov,  eSii<Kr'dop,  eStio-^r^v,  which  ir, 
after  §.  99.,  explains  itself  very  satisfactorily  as  out  of  r,  as  d 
with  a  preceding  aspirate,  or  (r,  is  a  very  favourite  union.     If 
we  oppose  StSo-a-dov,  &c.,  to  the  Sanscrit  dadhr{tK)A-thi^  we 
perceive   that  the  two  languages,  in  dealing  with  their 
aboriginal  form,  so  divide  themselves,  that  the   one   has 
preserved  only  the  consonant,  the  other  only  the  vowel  of 
the   pronominal  expression   of  the  oblique   case  relation. 
In  the  second  person  plural  the  Sanscrit  has  dropped  the 
vowel  as   well   as  the   consonantal  element  of  the  inter- 


w 
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mediaiy  pronoun ;  but  I  believe  that  dhvif  dhvanh  in  the 
condition    of   the    language   immediately  anterior,    were 
dndkvit   drdhfcam  ;     thus  bhar^a-d-dhvif  abhar-a'drdhvam^s 
^p-e-tHte,  e^p-e-(r^e;   for  T  sounds  are  easily  suppressed 
before  tv  and  dhv :    henee  we  find  in  the  gerund  for  dot- 
ivd,  '*  after  giving,^  UiU-tvd,  **  after  clearing,""  more  com* 
monly  dorivd,  bhi-tvA;  and  in  the  second  aorist  form  the 
second  person  plural  of  the  middle  exhibits  both  id-^vam 
(out  of  is-dhvam)  and  i^dhvam ;    finally,  before  the  ending 
did  of  the  second  person  imperative  singular,  a  radical  s 
is  converted  into  d:   this  d  may,  however,  also  be  sup- 
pressed; hence  id-dhif  as  well  as  iAdrdhU  "  reign  thou,'"  for 
ids-dL     The  root  as  forms  merely  i-dhi*  for  ad-^h  out 
of  o^-clt.     As,   then,  this  6^i  is  to  the  Greek  i(r-di,  so  is 
bharadhv4  for  bharaddhvi  to  t^peadCf  only  that  in  the  latter 
place  the  Greek  6  represents,  not  the  Sanscrit  dh  (§.  16.),  but 
the  Greek  r,  through  the  influence  of  the  antecedent  «. 
Hence,  also,  in  the  imperative,  ^peo-dco,  as  a  medial  after 
growth.     For  after  ^percd,  a  medial  itself  by  origin,  had 
been  applied  in  practice  with  a  purely  active  signification, 
the  necessity  arose  of  forming  from  it  a  new  medio-passive 
on  die  old  principle.    Even  the  infinitives  in  a6au  appear 
to  me,  by  a  misdirected  feeling,  to  have  proceeded  out  of 

this  principle;  for  after  the  true  signification  of  the 
c  extant  in  speech  was  extinguished,  the  spirit  of  the  lan- 
guage found  it  adapted,  everywhere  by  its  insertion  before  a 
T,  and  the  conversion  of  the  latter  into  d,  to  call  forth  a 

medio-passive  signification.  If,  however,  we  disrobe  the 
form  iiSocOou  of  its  9,  and  bring  back  the  6  to  t,  we  arrive 
at  iiSoT€u,  which  admits  of  comparison  with  the  Sclavonic- 
Lithuanian  infinitive  in  ti,  just  as  this  last  may  itself  be 
brought  back  by  other  channels  to  abstract  substantives  in  ii 


*  As  I  think,  immediately  from  d-dhi^  with  a  weakening  of  the  d  to  /. 


/ 
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in  Sanscrit.  The  Veda  dialect  also  supplies  us  willi  infini- 
tives in  ^  dhydif  as  dative  feminine  abstractions  in  f^  dhi, 
in  which  I  can  only  recognise  a  transposition  of  the  ordi- 
nary suffix  fHti  (Gramm.  Crit.  §.640.  Obs.  3.). 

475.  If  we  cast  a  glance  back  over  the  attempts  we  have 
made  to  explain  the  origin  of  the  endings  of  the  middle  voice, 
the  theory,  that  they  depend  on  the  doubling  of  each  personal 
designation  as  it  occurs,  will  be  found  to  rest  principally 
on  the  fact,  that,  in  the  Greek  e^e/oo/ii/v,  the  Sanscrit  abharaids^ 
and  Veda  dialect  bharatdt,  one  and  the  same  personal 
expression  is  doubled,  as  also  on  the  principle  that  it  is 
most  natural  so  to  express  ideas  like  "  I  give  to  me,^  "  I 
rejoice  me ''';  in  such  a  manner  that  the  "  I,"  as  well  as  the 
"  me,"  or  "  to  me"" — the  subjective  as  well  as  the  objective 
case  relation — should  find  a  formal  representative  in  one 
and  the  same  pronominal  base.  Apart,  however,  from 
kipepofitjv,  forms  like  <f>epeare,  and  the  supposed  Sanscrit 
bharaddhvS  for  the  existing  bharadhvi,  would  admit  yet  ano- 
ther exposition,  namely,  that  the  Greek  a  did  not  stand  eu- 
phonically  for  r,  but  on  its  own  account,  and  as  the  base  con* 
sonant  of  the  reflective  (§.  341.) ;  which,  although  belonging 
to  the  third  person,  yet  willingly  undertook  the  functions  of 
both  the  others.  In  Sanscrit,  the  s  of  the  reflective  base 
before  the  personal  endings  dhvi  and  dhvatn,  by  the  universal 
laws  of  sound,  would  either  become  </,  or  be  dropped ;  and  so 
far  in  this  way,  also,  the  Greek  <l>ip€(rO€,  e^p&rdef  would  go 
along  with  a  Sanscrit  bhara{d)dhvi,  abhara{d)dhvam  ;  for  the 
above  supposed  forms,  such  as  bharaidthi,  opposed  to  ^epe- 
aOov,  we  should  have  to  assume  bharasdtM,  out  of  bharasvalM. 
Were  this  assumption  founded,  as  probably  a  similar  prin- 
ciple would  have  prevailed  in  all  the  medial  products,  the 
finals  (m)if  ii,  fxai,  rat,  would  have  to  be  explained  as  not 
from  mamu  taii,  but  from  man,  tasif  or  masvU  tasvi.      The 


t  Influence  of  Pronouns  in  the  Formation  of  Words. 
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second  person  would  remain  sast,  but  the  second  s  would 
pertain,  not  to  the  second  person,  but  to  the  reflective,  and 
we  should  then  refer,  also,  the  s  of  ubharathds  to  the 
reflective,  and  necessarily  suffer  the  firjv  of  Iff^epoyLtiv  to  stand 

totally  isolated,  without  sympathy  with  the  old  principle. 

476.   With  respect  to  the  Latin,  it  was  in   the  "Annals 
of  Oriental  Literature ""  (London,  1820.  p.  62),  that  it  was  first 
observed   that  the    passive  r  might  owe  its  origin  to  the 
reflective.      I  am  now  the  more  decided  in  giving  a  pre- 
ference to  this  hypothesis  over  that  which  resorts  to  the 
verb    substantive    that   I   have    since    recognised   in   the 
Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic,  which  I  had   not  then  drawn 
within   the   circle   of  my  inquiries  into  comparative  lan- 
gpoage,   a   similar,    and,   in  truth,   universally    recognised 
procedure  ;    not,   however,  necessarily  that  aboriginal  one 
which,  in  the  remotest  sera  of  the  formation  of  the  lan- 
guage, must  have   governed  those  medial    forms    which 
are  conmion  to   the   Grreek   and   Asiatic    sisterhood,   but 
I  rather  assume  a  gradual  inroad  of  the  reflective   of  the 
third  person  into  the  second  and  first,  as  a  substitute  for 
some  older  and  more  decided  expression  of  each  person,  on 
whom  the  action  works  retro-actively.    The  Old  Sclavonic 
appends  the   accusative  of  the  reflective  to  the  transitive 
verb,  in  order  to  give  it  a  reflective  or  passive  signification  ; 
for  instance,    vvn  chttif   "  lego^  becomes  chtusya,  **legor'*''; 
and     thus    in    the    second    and    third    person    qTEmuCA 
ckteshisya,  qTETbCA  chtetysya,   plur&l   qTEMCA  cktemsyOf  &c. 
(Dobrowsky,  p.  544.   Kopitar^s  Glag.  p.  69.  xvii.)       In    the 
Bohemian,   se   is  not  so   much   as  graphically  connected 
with  the  verb,  and  may  stand  as   well  before  as  after  it, 
but  is  used  by  preference  for  the  expression  of  the  passive 
only  in  the    third    person    (Dobr.   Bohm.   Lehrg.  p.  182), 
which  may  also  be  the  case  with  the  Old  Sclavonic.      In 
the  Lithuanian    such   verbal   expressions  have  merely  a 
reflective  signification,  but  bear  more  the  appearance  of  a 
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grammatical  unity,  and  therefore  more  resemble  the 
Latin  passive,  because  it  is  not  a  positive  case  of  the 
reflective  pronoun,  whose  accusative  is  sawen  (p.  477),*  but 
only  its  initial  consonant,  which  is  appended  to  the  verb, 
either  immediately,  or  with  an  e  prefixed.  The  latter 
occurs  in  the  persons  which  end  in  e  or  t,  the  former  of 
which,  before  the  appended  e9,  becomes  s.  Compare,  in 
this  re8])ect»  the  Old  Latin  amari-er  from  amare-erf  with 
forms  like  wadinnati-es  for  vxEdinnate-es.  The  dual  endings 
wa  and  ta  convert  their  a  into  a,  and  a  simple  u  of  the 
first  person  becomes  tL  I  annex  here  the  present  of 
vxuUnnus,  **  I  name  myself, '''t  opposite  the  simple  transitive. 

SINGULAR. 

1.  tDodinnu,  vxidinnus. 

2.  wadinnit  toadinrdes. 

3.  wadinna,  wadinnas, 

DUAL. 

1.  wadinnawa^      wadinnawos. 

2.  wadinnat(u       wadinnatos, 
Z.  like  sing.         like  sing. 

PLURAL. 

1.  wadinname,      wadinnamies. 

2.  tvadinnate,        toadinruUies. 

3.  like  sing.         like  sing. 


*  It  would  appear,  that,  together  with  this  iatoehy  or,  in  the  dative,  $aw, 
a  kindred  form  9i  co-existed,  as,  in  Old  Sclayonic  H  with  m^s^,  and  from 
this  si  it  is  plain  that  the  suffix  of  the  verba  reflexiva  proceeded ;  and  in 
the  third  person,  instead  of  a  simple  s  the  full  si  may  stand ;  for  instance, 
wadinnas  or  wadinnasi,  ^'  he  names  himself."  With  verbs,  also,  begin- 
ning  with  at^  ap^  and  some  other  preposites,  or  the  negation  n«,  the  reflec- 
tive is  interposed  in  the  shape  of  «t,  but  may  also  be  appended  to  the  end ; 
for  instance,  issUaikatu  {is-si-laikatts)^  ^^  I  sustain  me." 

t  Compare  Sanscrit  vaeL,  **  speak." 
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477.  To  these  forms  the  Latin  passive  is  strikingly 
similar,  only  that  here  the  composition  is  already  ob- 
scured, as  the  sense  of  independence  of  the  reflective 
pronoun  is  not  here  maintained  by  its  mobility,  as  in  the 
Lithuanian,  where,  under  the  above-cited  conditions,  it  is 
placed  before  the  verb.  By  the  &vourite  interchange, 
also,  between  s  and  r,  a  scission  has  occurred  between  the 
passive  suffix  and  the  simple  reflective;  for  the  persons 
ending  with  consonants,  a  connecting  vowel  was  necessary 
towards  the  adjunction  of  the  r,  as  such  stands  in  amaturj 
amantur,  as  seems  to  me  through  the  influence  of  the 
liquids.  The  imperative  forms  amato^r  and  amanto-r 
required  no  auxiliary  vowel.  In  amamur  the  s  of  amanrns 
has  given  way  before  the  reflective,  which  is  not  surprising, 
as  the  M  does  not  belong  to  the  personal  designation,  and, 
in  Sanscrit,  is  given  up  also  in  the  simple  verb,  in  the 
secondary  forms,  and  occasionally  even  in  the  primary. 
In  afner,  on  the  other  hand,  the  personal  character  is  itself 
sacrificed  to  the  suffix,  for  amemr  was  not  possible,  and 
amemur  was  forestalled  for  the  plural  (instead  of  amemusr). 
In  amarU,  ameriSf  Sec,  there  is  either  a  conversion  firom 
amasir,  or  the  personal  character  s  has  been  unable  to 
withstand  the  inclination  to  become  r  when  placed  between 
two  vowels  (§.  22.) ;  and  the  reflective  has  protected  its 
original  «,  like  as  the  comparative  suffix  in  the  neuter 
exhibits  ius  opposed  to  ior  (§.  298.),  and  i  instead  of  r  comes 
before  as   a   connecting   vowel.*       In  the    singular  im- 


*  That  the  t  of  amarit  belongs  to  the  original  ending  «t,  as  Pott  conjec- 
tures (Etym.  Forsch.  p.  135),  I  cannot  admit,  becanffe  I  hold  this  kind  of 
passive  formation  far  yonnger  than  the  period  when  the  t  of  the  active 
expression  in  Latin  was  still  extant,  as  it  has  also  vanished  in  Greek 
without  a  trace,  except  in  ia-iru  In  the  secondary  forms,  however,  it  had 
disappeared  before  the  individualization  of  the  languages  here  compared, 
and  yet  we  find  amabaris^  ameris. 
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perative  person  ama-re,  the  reflective,  in  preference  to  the 
other  passive  forms,  has  protected  its  vowel ;  and  if  we 
commute  this  re  for  se,  we  obtain  the  perfect  accusative 
of  the  simple  pronoun.  We  have  already  attended  to  the 
old  infinitive  form  amari-erf  produced  by  transposition  for 
amare-re  (p.  662).  If  we  prefer,  however,  which  I  do  not, 
to  exempt  the  imperative  amare  from  the  universal  prin- 
ciple of  the  Latin  passive,  we  might  recognise  in  it  a 
remnant  of  the  Hellene-Sanscrit  and  Zend  construction* 
and  accommodate  re  as  a  personal  ending  to  co,  ^  sva,  Asti* 
hch  of  which  more  hereafter. 

'478.  That  the  second  person  plural  amamird  steps  out  of 
all  analogy  with  the  other  passive  persons  is  easy  to 
observe,  and  nothing  but  the  circumstance,  that  the  earlier 
procedure  of  grammar  did  not  trouble  itself  at  all  with  the 
foundation  of  lingual  phenomena,  and  that  the  relationship 
between  the  Greek  and  Latin  was  not  systematically  and 
scientifically  traced  out,  can  account  for  the  fact,  that  the 
form  amamini  had  so  long  found  its  place  in  the  para- 
digms, without  raising  the  question  how  and  whence  it 
came  there.  I  believe  I  was  the  first  to  bring  this  under 
discussion  in  my  Conjugation  System  (Frankf.  a.  M.  1816. 
p.  105.  ff.) ;  and  I  repeat  with  confidence  the  explanation 
there  given,  namely,  that  amamini  is  a  passive  participle 
in  the  masculine  nominative  plural ;  thus  am^imini  for 
amamini  edisf  as,  in  Greek,  rervfifievoi  eiV/.  The  Latin  suffix 
is  minu-St  and  corresponds  to  the  Greek  fievog  and  Sanscrit 
mdn-as.  From  the  fact,  however,  that  these  participles 
in  Latin  are  thrust  aside  in  ordinary  practice,  mini  has, 
in  the  second  person  plural — ^where  it  has  continued  as  if 
embalmed,  as  far  as  the  practice  of  the  language  is  con- 
cerned— assumed  the  existence  of  a  verbal  termination,  and 
has  thus  also,  having  lost  the  consciousness  of  its  nominal 
nature,  renounced  its  distinction  of  gender,  and  its 
appendage  eslis.      If  we   found  amamini  for  the  feminine 
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and  amamina  for  the  neuter,  we  should  be  spared  the 
trouble  of  seeking  an  explanation  for  amamini,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  partly  be  afforded  by  the  language  itself.  It 
may  be  suitable  here  to  bring  to  remembrance  a  similar 
procedure  in  Sanscrit :  this  assumes  for  ddtd  (from  the 
base  dAtAr,  §.  144.)  properly  daturuSf  the  sense  of  daturas  est, 
without  reference  to  gender;  thus,  also,  of  datura  and 
daturum  est,  although  this  form  of  word,  which  is  also  a 
representative  of  the  Latin  nomen  agentis  in  ^,  has 
a  feminine  in  tri  at  its  command  {see  tri-c,  §.  119.), 
and  the  giveress  is  as  little  called  ddtd  as  the  giver  in 
Latin  daior.  In  the  plural,  also,  ddtdras^  used  as  a  sub- 
stantive, stands  for  "the  givers,'^  and  in  the  character  of 
a  verbal  person,  "they  will  give;"*  this  in  all  genders; 
likewise  in  the  dual,  ddtdrdu.  The  procedure  of  the 
Sanscrit  is  thus  still  more  remarkable  than  that  of  the 
Latin,  because  its  ddtd,  ddt&rdu,  ddtdrds,  has  maintained 
itself  in  the  ordinary  nominal  usage  of  the  language.  It 
is  therefore  due  merely  to  the  circumstance,  that  the 
language,  in  its  condition  as  handed  down  to  us,  could  no 
longer  deal  ad  libitum  with  the  forms  in  the  sense  of  future 
participles,  that  ddtd,  ddtdrdu,  ddtdrds,  where  they  signify 
dabit,  dabunt^  have  lost  all  consciousness  of  their  adjectival 
nature,  and  their  capacity  for  distinction  of  gender,  and 
have  assumed  altogether  the  <;haracter  of  personal  termi- 
nations.  To  return,  however,  to  the  Latin  amamini :  the 
Reviewer  (rf  my  Conjugation  System,  in  the  "Jena 
LiteraturEcitung  (if  I  mistake  not,  Grotefend),  supports 
the  explanation  given  by  the  forms  alumnus,  vertumnvs, 
which  evidently  belong  to  these  participial  formations,  but 
have  lost  the  i.  This,  however,  has  been  preserved  in  ^er- 
minus,  if,  as  Lisch,  correctly  and  beyond  dispute,  lays  down, 
we  consider  it  as  expressing  "  that  which  is  overstepped,''' 
and  identify  its  root  with  the  Sanscrit  tar  (tri)*      Fe-mina 


♦  Vocalismus,  p.  174. 
X  x 
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(as  giving  birth,  and  therefore  middle)  I  had  before  rec<^- 
niaed  as  a  formation  belonging  to  the  same  category :  the  root 
is  /?,  from  which  also  fdus,  fetwra,  and  fecundus.  Geminif 
moreover,  as  "  the  bom  together,'^  (of  the  root  gen)  may 
be  considered  as  a  mutilation  of  genmifu  or  geruminu 

479.  How  stands  the  case  now  with  the  imperative 
amaminor?  Are  we  to  consider  its  r  as  identical  with 
that  of  amor,  amator,  amantor  ?  I  think  not ;  •  for  it  was 
not  necessary  to  express  here  the  passive  or  reflective 
meaning  by  an  appended  pronoun,  as  the  medio-passive 
participial  suffix  was  fully  sufficient  for  this  purpose.  At 
most,  then,  we  seek  in  amaminjor  for  a  plural  case-ending  as 
in  amamini ;  and  this  is  afforded  us,  as  I  have  observed  in 
my  Conjugation  System  (p.  106),  by  the  Eugubian  Tables, 
where,  for  instance,  we  find  svbator  for  the  Latin  subadu 
screhiior  for  scripti*  The  singulars,  however,  of  the 
second  masculine  declension  in  the  Umbrian  end  in  o :  we 
find  orto  for  ortvs,  subato  for  aubadus.  Now  it  is  re- 
markable that,  in  accordance  with  this  singular  form  in 
Of  there  are  extant  also,  in  Latin,  singular  imperatives  in 
mino,  namely,  /amino  in  Festus,  and  prcsfamino  in  Cato 
de  R.  R.  To  these  forms,  before  described,  we  can  add 
fruiminOf  which  Struve  (Lat  Decl,  and  Conj.  p.  143)  cites 
from  an  inscription  in  Gruter,  "  is  eum  agrum  nei  habeto  net 
fruimino,^''  where  the  form  in  question  plainly  belongs  to 
the  third  person,  by  which  it  still  more  conclusively 
proclaims  itself  to  be  a  participle,  in  which  character  it  may 
with  equal  right  be  applied  to  one  as  to  the  other  person. 

"Remark. — Grafe,  in  his  work,  'The  Sanscrit  verb 
compared  with  the  Greek  and  Latin  from  the  point  of 
view  of  Classical  Philology,'  remarks,  p.  120,  that  he  once 
considered,  as  I  do,  the  form  in  mini  as  a  participle  in  the 


*  The  ending  or  accoids  perfectly  with  the  Sanscrit  dt  (a-\-as)  and 
Gothic  69  (§.  227.);  while  the  Latin  t  has  obtraded  itself  from  the  pro- 
nominal declension  (§.  228.). 
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eat^iory  of  the  Greek  fievosf  but  now  considers  it,  with  con- 
fidence, as  a  remnant  of  an  old  analogy  of  the  Greek 
infinitive  in  efievm,  which*  having  been  originally  passive, 
had  first  been  applied  to  the  imperative  in  Latin,  and 
thence  had  been  farther  diffused*  How  near  the  impera- 
tive and  infinitive  come  together,  and  how  their  forms 
are  interchanged,  Grafe  thinks  he  has  shewn.  1.  c  p.  58.  ff., 
where,  namely,  the  Greek  second  person  in  ov  (rvylrov)  is  de- 
duced from  the  Sanscrit  first  person  singular  in  dni;  but 
which  is  followed  by  the  remark,  that  however  tisthdni 
(*l  should  stand')  is  manifestly  and  strikingly  like  the 
infinitive  ia-Tcivat,  if  we,  moreover,  consider  that  ai  in  San- 
scrit is  only  the  diphthong  nearest  to  t  (in'  Greek,  however, 
the  rarest,  see  Vocalism.  p.  193).  We  have,  however,  to  re- 
member, that,  in  laravm,  the  a  belongs  to  the  root,  and  that, 

therefore,  for  comparison  with  the  Sanscrit  imperative,  if 
such  be  admitted,  we  can  retain  nothing  but  vat,  as  opposed 

to  dni,  Grafe  goes  on :  *  It  would  be  easy  to  imagine 
that  the  first  person  plural  ^irVRI  tishfhdma  had  its  counter- 
part in  the  other  infinitive  form  iarafiev,  properly  loTa/xe .• 

Le.  gtare.  Finally,  it  may  not  be  left  unobserved,  that 
the  Greek  and  Sanscrit  imperative  in  0t,  dhU  is  again  the 
foim  of  the  infinitive  in  the  Sclavonic  dialects,"^  and  that 
custom  admits  the  frequent  use  of  the  infinitive  for  the 
imperative  in  Greek/  I  could  hardly  have  expected  that 
the  personal  endings  of  the  Sanscrit  imperative  could  lead 
to  so  many  and  various  comparisons.  It  appears,  however, 
to  me  ill  suited  to  the  spirit  of  classical  philology,  without 
necessity  to  attribute  to  the  Greek,  among  others,  that  it 
has  borrowed  its  second  person  imperative  in  ov  from  any 


*  I  considcT  the  v  very  essential,  just  because  I  deduce  ftev  and  ftevai 
from  the  medial  participial  suffix  ftevo^. 

t  I  explain  their  ti  as  identical  with  the  abstract  substantive  suffix 

X  X  2 
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Sanscrit  first  person.      I  find  it  still  less  congenial  to  the 
spirit  of   a  more   universal   comparative   philologyr  that 
Grafe,  who  lias  before  overlooked^  in  his  comparisons,  many 
laws  of  sound  incontrovertibly  established,  should  give  too 
willing  an  ear  to  mere  similitudes  of  sound ;  for  instance, 
when  he  explains  the  root  ^chaXf  *to  go/  by  the  periphrasis, 
'  to  move  scraping  along  on  the  ground/  and,  p.  32,  places 
together  ^^ fap, ' speak,'  lapperif  'to patch,'  schlahbem,  'to  slab- 
ber,' and  AawTTOK  I  was  not  aware  that  a  German  sch  anywhere 
corresponded  to  a  Sanscrit  chf  but  I  knew  that  it  did  so 
to/  (or  v)f  in  observance  of  the  law  of  displacement  (§.  87.), 
and  of  the   favourite  practice  of  exchange  between  gut- 
turals and  labials.      Remark  the  relation   of  chalvdras  to 
the  Gothic  Jidvdr  and  our  vierf  as  also  that  of  panchan  to 
ftlnF,  and  you  will  be  satisfied  with  the  identification  of 
the  Sanscrit  char,   '  go,'  and  Gothic  farya  (preterite  f&rX 
*  go,'  '  wander,'  fahren*      If,  however,  we  are  to  admit  that 
any  infinitive  has  arisen  out  of  any  imperative  person,  it 
would  be  the  least  far-fetched   supposition  which  derived 
the  Sanscrit  infinitive  and  the  Latin  supine  in  turn  from 
the  third  person  imperative  "j  iur  with  the  addition  of  m  ; 
for  instance,  bhdtum, '  to  shine,'  from  bhdtuf '  let  him  shine  ^ 
pdtum,  *  to  rule,'  from  pdtv,  *  let  him  rule.'    In  kartum,  *  to 
make,'  from  kardtv,  '  let  him  make,'  the  class  vowel  only 
would  be  thrust  aside.      As,  however,  Grafe  (1.  c.  p.  58)  has 
found  a  jest  in  what  I  have  elsewhere  said,  and  mean  to 
repeat,  of  the  first  person  imperfect,  I  must  take  care  that 
he  does  not  take  for  earnest  what  I  mean  as  a  jest.     We 
do  not,  in  truth,  go  so  far  in  deriving  bhdtum  from  bhdtu 
as  in  deducing  la-ravai  from  ftreifTf  iishthdm  (Zend  hisldni), 
'I  should  stand';    but  I  can  find  no  other  relationship  be- 
tween bhd-tu  and  bhd-tum  than  this,  that  in  the  infinitive,  as 
an  abstract  substantive,  the  action  is  personified  through  a 
form  which  comes  near  the  expression  of  the  third  person 
in  the  imperative.      I  recognise  in  the  sufiix  tu,  as  also  in  ti 
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(another  class  of  abstracts,  with  which  the  Sclavonic  and 
Lithuanian  infinitive  is  connected),  various  gradations  of 
one  and  the  same  pronoun  of  the  third  person — as  in  the 
interrogative  we  find  the  forms  jko,  ki,  hit — and  so  far  a 
relationship  between  the  nominal  classes  in  question  and  the 
endings  ii  and  tu  of  bhdti,  *  he  shines/  and  bhAtu,  *  he 
may  shine/  The  coincidence  is  thus  in  any  case  not 
quite  so  fortuitous  as  that  between  lard- vat  and  tishthdni. 
Whosoever  derives  the  former  from  the  latter  cannot 
escape  from  bringing  into  this  family  the  Gothic  infinitive 
in  arif  especially  as  the  a  of  gtandran  does  not,  like  that  of 
Urra-vou,  belong  to  the  root  Historically,  however,  as  I 
doubt  not,  the  German  infinitive  belongs  to  the  class  of 
the  Sanscrit  abstracts  in  ana,  as  bandh-'ana,  '  the  binding  * 
ssGrothie  bindraru^ 

INFLUENCE  OF  THE  WEIGHT  OF  THE  PERSONAL  TERMINATIONS. 

480.  The  weight  of  the  personal  terminations  exercises, 
in  Sanscrit  and  Greek,  and,  as  far  as  we  have  evidence, 
also  in  Zend,  an  influence  on  the  antecedent  radical  or 
class  syllable,  obvious  and  comprehensive,  though  till  lately 
unobserved.*  Before  light  terminations  extensions  are 
frequent,  which,  before  the  heavier,  are  withdrawn ;  so  that 
in  many  anomalous  verbs  the  entire  body  of  the  root  can 
only  be  maintained  before  the  light  terminations,  but, 
before  the  heavy,  mutilation  occurs.  For  instance,  the 
root  ^w^  aSf  "  be,"  retains  its  a  before  the  one,  but 
rejects  it  before  the  other,  as  if  it  had  been  overgrown 
by  the  augment ;  hence,  asmU  "  I  am,'^  but  smas,  '*  we 
are,"  dha,  **  you  are,"  santi,  "  they  are."  We  see,  how- 
ever, that  this  mutilation   had    not  yet  established  itself 


*  I  was  first  led  to  the  obwrvation  of  tlua  interesting  phenomenon  in 
my  investigation  of  the  origin  of  the  German  Ablaut  (Berlin  Jalirb.  Feb. 
1827,  p.  259,  and  Vocalismus,  p.  13). 
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at  the  period  of  the  unity  of  the  language ;  for  the  Greek 
protects,  in  the  verb  substantive,  the  radical  vowel  de- 
generated to  6,  even  before  the  heavier  terminations,  and 
opposes  ecfxe^,  core,  etrrov,  to  the  Sanscrit  smaSf  dha^  sihas, 
das.  The  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic,  also,  testify  to  the 
comparatively  recent  loss  of  the  Sanscrit  a  before  the 
weightier  terminations.      Compare 


SINGULAR. 

BANSCBIt. 

OftEBK. 

LITR. 

6CLAT0NIC. 

wftif  cw-wii, 

es-mi. 

KCMb  ye9-fny. 

^»ftr  a-si. 

es'si. 

KCh  ye-sL 

wftgr  as-iU 

e<r-Ti, 

es-tif 

DUAL. 

KCTb  yes-fy. 

^r^  «-va*. 

•     a      ■ 

es-uohy 

KCBA  yes-vcu 

W^  s-thasy 

ecr-Tov, 

es-ta, 

HC^A  yes-ta. 

W^  «-to, 

e<r-TW, 

like  the 

PLURAL. 

Sing. 

KCTA  yes-ia. 

t*R^^  *-frticw,' 

e<r-/xef, 

es-mCf 

KCMbiy6«^^ny 

T^9-tha9 

€<r^€. 

e»-te 

KCTE  y«s-^e. 

irf^iT  9-an^i, 

(o-)-€vt/, 

like  the 

Sing. 

C»Tb  ^fy. 

"  Remark. — ^It  is  possible  that  the  suppression  of  the 
radical  vowel  may  have  begun  with  the  third  person 
plural,  whose  termination  anti  is  also  the  heaviest  of  all* 
and  it  may  have  existed  in  this  position  even  before  the 
migration  of  the  language,  and  its  manifold  individualiza- 
tions ;  at  least,  all  the  languages  under  comparison  exhibit 
in  this  case  a  wonderful  harmony  scarcely  attributable  to 
chance  :  and,  in  addition  to  these,  the  Latin  mrdy  as  opposed 


^  By  aasimilation  out  of  i<r-tu^  as,  before,  4fM*f»  v/uHCf,  out  of  aoyicf 
vafAVfi,    Veda  dialect  asmi^  yaskmi. 

t  Irregular  for  tu-Hy  on  which  rest  the  Greek  and  Lithuanian  forms. 
The  Sclavonic,  however,  has  likewise  dropped  one  of  the  sibilants. 
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to  ediSf  as  well  as  the  Gothic  sind,  are  in  accordance.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  dropping  of  the  e  in  sumus  first  appears 
on  Roman  ground,  and,  in  the  singular  likewise,  sum  for 
esum  is  quite  solitary.  After  the  falling  away  of  the 
initial  and  terminating  vowels  of  asmi  in  the  Latin,  the 
appendage  of  an  auxiliary  vowel  became  necessary,  and 
the  influence  of  the  liquids  prevailed  in  favour  of  u.  This 
u  remained,  also,  in  the  plural,  where  smus  was  possible, 
but  not  favoured,  as  the  Latin  has  generally  gone  out  of 
its  way  to  avoid  the  immediate  connection  of  the  ending 
mus  with  roots  ending  in  consonants;  whence  we  have 
voltMnus  opposed  to  vfuUU ;   ferimus  to  fer-tis,  fers,  ferU 

(Sanscrit  &i&An-mas,  bibhri-tha,  6i-&Aar-»,  bibhar-ti  from  bhri 

•  •  • 

class  3) ;  edi-mus  opposed  to  ediSf  is,  es-t  (Sanscrit  ad-masp 
at'thoj  at'dt  at-tt).  To  the  Greek,  in  the  case  of  the 
third  person  plural,  evr/,  if,  as  I  scarcely  doubt,  it  stands  for 

xr-evTi  ( =  Zend  h-enti),  nothing  has  remained  but  the  ter- 
mination, as  in  the  Sanscrit,  in  the  second  medial  person* 
si  for  a(s)'96.  The  Gothic  we  have  excluded  from  the 
above  comparison,  although  i-fTi,  is,  is-t,  rest  upon  cu-mi, 
orsU  a94i;  but,  in  the  plural,  sind  alone  is  organic,  for 
siy-^m,  siy-tdh  Dual  dy-yd,  (see  §.  441,)  siy-uls  have  the 
ending  of  the  preterite,  and  belong  to  a  secondary  root 
»y,  which  proceeds  from  a  Sanscrit  potential  sydin,  in 
which  sy  (=n)  has  changed  itself  to  sty. 

481.  All  Sanscrit  roots  of  the  third  class  in  d  (§.  109\  3.) 
depend,  on  account  of  the  anterior  burthen  created  in  the 
reduplication  syllable,  on  the  influence  of  the  weight  of  the 
personal  endings,  so  that  they  retain  their  d  only  before 
the  light  endings,  but  before  the  heavier  either  altogether 
suppress  or  shorten  it,  or  transpose  the  length  of  the  d 
sound  into  that  of  the  lighter  i ;  and  this  is  one  of  the 
evidences,  from  which  I  deduce  the  maxim — ^very  important 
for  the  history  of  language — ^that  the  organism  of  the  lin- 
g^l  body  sustains  a  greater  weight  in  the  a  than  in  the  i 
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sounds,  the  longd  being  heavier  than  the  long  ^»and  the  short 
a  heavier  than  the  short  i  (see  Vocalismus,  Obser.  12,  p.  214). 
The  roots  cM,  **  give,"  and  dhdt  "  place,"  suppress  their  d  be- 
fore heavy  terminations,  with  exception  of  the  third  person 
plural,  if,  as  I  prefer,  we  make  the  division  dada-th  not  dadroii 
(compare  §.  458.) ;  for  originally  dadd-nti  certainly  stood, 
out  of  which  we  never  could  obtain  dadrrdi,  but  well  might 
dada-ntif  and,  out  of  this,  a  new  sacrifice  to  the  reduplica- 
tion syllable,  dada-tu  The  Greek  only  shortens  the  long 
vowel  before  the  increasing  terminations,  and  makes  iiia. 
Tide,  lOTO,  out  of  $i$a>,  ndij,  iard.  In  the  Latin,  Sclavonic, 
and  Lithuanian,  the  influence  of  the  personal  endings  on 
the  antecedent  syllable  has  utterly  vanished,  and  da  has 
also  lost  the  original  length  of  its  vowel  and  the  redupli- 
cation syllable*  The  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic  have,  on 
the  other  hand,  saved  their  reduplication,  but  have  abso- 
lutely suppressed  the  root  vowel,  which  the  Sanscrit  only 
does  before  heavy  terminations.  As,  however,  the  d  also 
vanishes  before  endings  which  commence  with  m  and  s — 
in  Lithuanian  also  with  w — ^but  before  t  passes  into  s 
(§.  457.),  the  reduplication  in  these  verbs  is  almost  totally 
overlooked,  and  in  dumi,  AAMb  damy,  which  are  mutila- 
tions of  du'cUirmU  da-dh-my,  the  reduplication  has,  by  thrust- 
ing out  the  most  essential  element  of  the  entire  form, 
acquired  the  appearance  of  a  radical  syllable.  It  is,  how- 
ever, certain,  that  in  dumif  damy,  the  syllables  du,  dtu  are 
identical  with  those  of  du-s^ti,  da^s-ty^  for  durd-tif  da-^ty, 
thus  merely  reduplicators.* 


^  We  here  confinn  the  observations  of  §.  442.,  Obs.  7.     In  dudu^  ac- 

» 

cording  to  the  usual  conjugation,  ditd  has  constituted  itself  as  root,  and 
the  a  of  dvuUa-wa^  dud-a-mey  has  thus  nothing  more  to  do  with  the  &  of  the 
Sanscrit  daddmi^  or  the  w,  o  of  the  Greek  d(i$c»/ui,  at^/Mv,  bmt  belongs  to  a 
class  with  the  a  of  wez-a-wa^  wex-a-me. 
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dadA-mh  dadhd-mi,      Si$a»-fu,   du(d)-mi,   da(d)'fny,  do. 
dadd-tU    dadhd'hh       5i>ca-y,     du(d)'U       da{dy8h     dors, 
dadd'tU    dadMurtU       iiSta-rt,    dig-ti,         das^y,        dat. 

DUAL. 

dadrvoMf     ....  ....       du(d)-'Wat   dad-e-vOf     .  . . 

dat'fhcu,  dai'td?^         ilio-Tov,  dus-ta,        das-tOf 
dat'toif     dcu'tdf        ^/i^o-roi/,  like  Sing,  das-ta,         ... 

PLURAL. 

dad-mcLS,  dad-e-mahi?  ilio-fie^,  du{dyfne,   da{d)-tny,  da-mua. 
dat-tha^    dai^ta?*        Slio-re,    d&s-te,         dcu-te,        da-tis.     i 
dada-tif    dade^ntU^       iiio-vrif  like  Sing,  dad-yaty,  da-nt 

In  the  Greek  the  influence  of  the  weight  of  the  personal  end- 
ing over  the  root  syllable  has  penetrated  further  than  in 
Sanscrit,  in  this  respect,  that  even  the  aorist  forms,  set  free 
from  reduplication,  eft/i/  and  eStav,  have  shortened  their  vowel 
before  the  increasing  ending,  while  earrjv  (  =  6<rrav),  in  ac- 
cordance with  similar  Sanscrit  aorist  forms,  allows  no  influ- 
ence to  the  weight  of  the  endings.  In  Sanscrit,  from  the 
first  augmented  preterite  adadd-m  comes  the  plural  adad-ma, 
as,  in  Greek,  eitio-fiev  from  eSliio-v ;  but  from  addm  comes 
not  adtnch  but  the  root  remains  undiminished.  It  may  be 
(convenient  to  give  here  in  full  the  two  augmented  preterites, 
which  are  distinguished  in  the  two  languages  by  retaining 
and  laying  aside  the  reduplication  syllable. 


1  It,  also,  the  second  dual  person  in  Zend  is  not  yet  identified,  it  can 
nevertheless  be  deduced  with  tolerable  certainty  from  the  third  person, 
which  is  extant  in  to  (§.  464.),  for  which,  in  the  second  person  of  the  pri- 
mary forms,  we  may  expect  tkS,  the  aspirate  of  which,  however,  has  been 
forced  to  vanish  in  ^^jjas^  daitS  (see  §.  463.).  Upon  j)  i  for^  d  see 
§.  102.  '  See  §.  102.  '  §.  dO.  *  §.  102.  and  §.  453. 

*  P.  459. 
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SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

PLURAL. 

adadd-^m,  eSiioirv, 

adad-^va,    .... 

adadrmcLt  ^lio^fie^ 

adadd-8f   eS/Jco-f, 

adai'tam,  eSlio-rov, 

adat-^a,     eJ/Jo-re, 

odadArt,    eiiSo-ir), 

adat'tdm,  eStior^np^, 

adad'usj*  eilio-Vt 

add-m,      eSw-v, 

addrva,       .... 

ad&mOf     eSo-ftej, 

adds,        eiujr^, 

add'tam,  eio-rov. 

add'ta,      eSo-re, 

add-U        Si(ar-r, 

add'tdm*  eSo-rrjv, 

ad'USt*      eJo-v. 

482.  The  Sanscrit  roots  hd,  " leave," t  Ad,  "go,"  and  md, 
"measure**  (compare  fie-rpov,  fjuneofiai,  &c.) — ^the  two  last 
have  the  medial,  the  first  only  the  pure  active  form — 
weaken,  before  most  of  the  heavy  endings,  their  d  to  i*,  and 
the  two  last  substitute  also,  in  their  reduplication  syllable, 
a  short  £  for  short  a ;  for  instance,  jahi-mas,  "  we  leave,** 
opposed  to  jahd-mif  *'  I  leave  '*;  mimi  (from  mimt-mi),  "  I 
measure,"  mimi'maM,  "  we  measure.""  The  roots  wr  sth/!u 
"  stand,""  and  JCighrd,  '*  smell,""  follow  a  peculiar  path,  inas- 
much as  a  vowel  shortening,  which  probably  at  its  origin, 
as  in  the  Greek  lora/x/,  icrroefiev,  only  obtained  before  heavy 
endings,  has  extended  itself  to  the  other  persons  through 
which  the  radical  a,  thus  shortened,  would  be  treated  just 
like  the  unradical  of  the  first  and  sixth  class  (109\  I.).  The 
Indian  grammarians  thence  reckon  these  roots  as  under  the 
first  class,  although  they  assume  a  reduplication  syllable, 
which,  however,  substitutes  an  %  for  a,,  as  I  doubt  not,  on 
the  ground  that  the  reduplication  syllable,  which  is  seek- 
ing generally  for  relief  from  weight,  and  therefore,  con- 
verting long  into  short  vowels,  may  not  mix  up  the  heaviest 
among  the  short  vowels  with  the  length  derived  from  po- 
sition ;  hence,  tishthdmi,  tish^asU  tishthatu  &c.,  Zend  histdmU 


*  See  §.  462. 

t  Compare,  with  Pott,  x«y-p«»  "widow,"  as  the  "abandoned"  or  "left.' 
In  Sanscrit  vLdhavd  is  "  the  manless." 
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hitiasu  hidati;  jighrdmU  jigkrasi,  fighratif  &c.  The  Greek 
follows  this  principle  of  the  weakening  of  the  vowel»  also, 
where  there  is  not,  as  in  the  cases  of  tanj^,  Kt^fffu,  any  im- 
mediate reas(m  for  it  by  the  doubling  of  consonants.  Uifi- 
vAj7fu  and  wtfiirpfifu  are,  however,  striking  and  peculiar  in 
appending  a  nasal,  a  stranger  to  the  root,  to  the  reduplicating 
syllable.  These  forms,  however,  accord  with  the  Sanscrit  in- 
tensive verbs,  which  love  a  great  impression  in  the  repeated 
syllable*  and  hence  change  to  theGuna  letters  the  vowels  sus- 
ceptible of  Guna,  but  double  the  whole  root  in  roots  ending 
with  nasals,  and,  in  some  cases,  also  represent  the  liquids  r 
and  /  by  the  nasal  liquids  which  accord  with  the  organ  of  the 
chief  consonants;  for  instance,  jan^am,*  from  gam^  ^'go"; 
ehanctudt  from  ehal,  **  totter";  chanchur  (for  chanchar),  from 
char,  ''go."  In  this  sense  I  assume  irifnrptifUf  irtfiirKij^,  for 
wifntpfffMt  iriXir A);fu :  thus,  also,  fiafifialvvif  with  the  kindred 
form  fioififiaXxa  (compare  balbua). 

483.  The  roots  of  the  second  class  (§.  109*.  3.),  in  San- 
scrit do  not  load  themselves  with  reduplication,  neither  do 
they  subject  a  concluding  d  to  the  influence  of  the  weight  of 
the  personal  endings.  The  Greek,  however,  has  here  also 
again  permitted  a  wider  range  to  that  influence,  inasmuch  as 
^i7fu  (^a/x/)i  in  this  respect,  follows  the  analogy  of  umjfu. 
G>mpi 


SIN<)ULAR. 

bhd'mit   <j>arfii, 
bhd-si,     il>^, 
bhdrtif     ^o-t/, 

abh/dtn,  etporv, 
abhdrSf    i^Sf 


DUAL. 

bhA-voSf       .... 
bhd'thas,    ^a-Tov, 
bhdrtas,      ijyorTov, 

abhd-vOf      .... 
abhd-tamf  e<pobTov^ 
abhd'tdmt  e^-n/v. 


PLURAL. 

bhd'fnaa,  ipd-fii^, 
bhA-iha^    ^a-^L 
bhd-nti,     ffA-vrL 

abh&mn/a,  efpa-fie^. 
abhd-4a,    e^fA^e. 
abhAiit     e^a-v. 


*  Compare  with  this  the  Gothic  gagga  {=ganga\  "  I  go,"  where  the 
chief  syllable  has  lost  the  nasalh 
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Tliis  analogy  is  folJowed  in  Sanscrit,  among  other  roots,  by  yd* 
**  go/'  on  which  the  Greek  iiyfu,  properly  "  make  to  go^  rests, 
to  which  the  syllable  of  reduplication  has  lent  a  causative 
signification,  as  to  the  Latin  mto  opposed  to  do,  while  the 
Greek  linTjfu  {=^<ri<n7iyd)  unites  the  primitive  with  the  causa- 
tive signification.     While  in  i-iTTTifu  the  spiritus  asper,  as  it 
so  often  does,  stands  for  a,  in  irjfu  it  is  the  representative  of 
the  lost  semi-vowel  y,  as  among  others  in  or  for  in^  yaSf  'Vho"^ 
(§.  382.);  thus,  T-rjfu  for  yi-yrifu :  on  the  other  hand,  compare 
the  future  discharged  of  the  reduplication  ^ca  with  the 
Sanscrit  ydsydmu    This  Trjfju  still  bends  to  the  weight  of  the 
endings ;  thus  Tcfies,  Tere  opposed  to  yd-mas,  yd-thcu    To  the 
root  yd,  I  think  with  Pott  (Etym.  Forsch.  p.  201),  we  must 
refer  the  middle  of  el/ju,  which  itself  belongs  to  the  root  ^  t, 
"go,"^  which  in  Greek,  by  analogy  to  i-fie^,  should  form  tfiau, 
iaai,  trat,  opposed  to  the  Sanscrit  i-yi  (from  i-^mS),  i-shi,  i-lL 
The  form  te-fiat,  however,  explains  itself  out  otyd  by  a  vowel- 
ization  of  the  semi- vowel,  and  thinning  of  the  a  to  e.     In 
duly  considering,  what  I  think  I  have  proved,  that  the  perso- 
nal endings  exercise  a  more  comprehensive  influence  on  the 
preceding  syllable  in  Greek  than  in  Sanscrit,  and  that  roots 
ending  in  vowels  shorten  one  originally  long  before  heavy 
endings,  the  verbs  ^/xa<  and  Kei-fiou  might  surprise  us,  since 
in  these  the  heavy  medial  endings  have  not  shortened  the 
antecedent  vowel.     Of  iceT/nai  we  shall  treat  hereafter;   but 
^/xai  owes  the  retention  of  the  length  of  its  vowel  to  the 
circumstance  that  its  root  was  originally  terminated  by  a 
consonant,  and  I  have  already,  in  my  glossary,  identified  it 
with  the  Sanscrit  ds,  "  sit,"  the  s  of  which  has  remained  in 
the  Greek  only  before  r;  hence  rj<r'^ou=z^([%  ds'K,  ^(r-To^^ 
ys[l^  ds'tcu        It   accords,  however,   with   the   system   of 


*  On  the  other  hand,  et-vay  &c,  belong  to  the  root  *EA  (eC-/>a),  Sanacrit 
wd  (compare  Pott,  £tym.  Forscli.  p.  278,  and  Kuhner,  p.  242).     The 

spiritua 
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equilibrium  that  Kadij^uu  cannot  bear  the  o-  of  ^cr-ro,  together 
with  the  burthen  of  the  augment;  hence  Kad!j<r^o;  but 
€Kd6tf-ro, 

484.  The  Sanscrit  root  ^in^  sds^  "  rule,"'  exhibits  a 
peculiar  capability  for  the  weight  of  the  personal  endings, 
inasmuch  as  its  long  d  remains  imdisturbed  before  those 
heavy  endings  which  begin  with  the  weakest  consonants 
(semi- vowels  and  nasals);  thus  iAs^vas^  "  we  two  rule," 
ids-fnas,  "  we  rule;"  but,  before  the  strong  consonants  of 
heavy  endings,  weakens  itself  to  the  shortness  of  the 
lightest  vowel,  namely,  to  t,  whence,  for  instance,  sish-tha^ 
**regUisr  opposed  to  ids-su  "regiSf^''  ids-tU  **regUS^  We  may 
recognise  in  this  a  forerunner  of  the  German  conjugation 
forms,  such  as  binda,  bindam,  bundum^  opposed  to  the 
monosyllabic  singular  preterite  bandt  bans-t,  p.  106. 

485.  The  roots  of  the  ninth  class  (§.  109*.  5.)  are  so  far 
in  accordance  with  the  principle  of  the  roots  hd  and  mdt 
mentioned  in  §.  48*2.,  in  that  they  weaken  to  i  the  d  of  the 
class  syllable  tid,  in  the  same  places  in  which  those  roots 
experience  the  same  relief  in  their  radical  syllable.  The 
Greek,  on  the  other  hand,  shortens  the  long  Doric  a  (n)  to 
a.      Ck)mpare— 


SINGULAR. 

kri-na-mh     Trep-vorixt. 


DUAL. 

kri'tit-vas,         

kri-ni'thaSf     vip-vd-rov, 
M-ni'tas,       vep-vi-Tov. 


»    / 


akri-nd-ms  eirep-vd-v, 
akri-nd-s,  ewep-vor^. 
akri-nd-U      eirep-vd-(T), 


?    / 


akri-nt-vay 

akri-ni'taniy    enep-vorrov. 

akri-ni'tdm,    evep-vaTtjv. 


spiritns  of  ^(  is  inorganic,  t.  e.  not  from  o- ;  as,  for  instance,  in  vSttp 
opposed  to  7f^  iii/a,  undo. 


I 
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PLURAL. 

kri-ni-mas,      icep-vd-fie^. 
kri'fii'tha,       wep-vd-re. 
kri-na-nti,       (irefyva'VTt). 

m 

ahrt-ni-ma,     eirep-va-ftef. 
akri-ni'ta,       hrefy-va-re. 
akri-na-n,^       (eaip-varv). 

m 

*  Tlhnrfil  krindmi^  "  I  purchase,"  has  n  for  n  in  the  middle  syllable 
through  the  euphonic  influence  of  the  antecedent  r.  The  relationship  to 
iripvfiixt  rests  on  the  fevourite  exchange  between  gutturals  and  labiala, 
through  which  the  Greek  verb  has  assumed  an  apparent  relationship  to 
irepaw,  "  to  sail  through"  (=:Sanscrit  pdraydmi,  where  the  »  is  primitiye- 
»  If  we  make  the  divisions  *H.n'-«n<t,  dkri^n-an  (§.  458.),  we  must  assume 
that  the  middle  syllable  suppresses  its  vowel  before  all  those  heavy  endings 
which  themselves  begin  with  a  vowel;  thus,  also,  in  the  middle, JcK-n'-^ 
from  hrt-nt-mS.  For  the  special  purposes  of  Sanscrit  Grammar  this  rule 
may  hold  good ;  but  in  considering  the  historical  developement  or  decay  of 
the  language,  I  am  more  inclined  to  the  belief  that  the  syllable  nd  has 
shortened  itself  before  nti  and  n  (older  nt)  instead  of  converting  itself  into 
the  long  form  of  the  lighter  t  sound,  in  order  to  avoid  combimng  length  of 
vowel  and  position.  The  middle>dual  endings  dthi^  atS^  aiham^  atdm  did 
not  require  the  weakening  of  the  nd  to  n(,  since  without  this,  by  the  or- 
dinary rule  of  sound,  two  homogeneous  vowels  melt  into  onelong  one ;  so 
that  nd-\-dthS  gives  a  lighter  form  than  nt  +  d^,  which  latter  would 
give  ny-dUj  while  from  nd-k-dtiwe  get  merely  ndU, 

486.  With  Sanscrit  verbs  of  the  second  and  third  class, 
with  a  radical  vowel  capable  of  Guna,*  the  influence  of 
the  weight  of  the  personal  endings  is  shewn  in  this,  that 
Guna  takes  place  before  the  light  (§.  26.),  but  before  the 
heavy  the  pure  radical   vowel  reappears.      The  same  law 


*  The  Sanscrit  conjugation  system  only  allows  the  Guna  to  short  vowels 
before  simple  consonants,  and  to  long  at  the  end  of  roots.  On  the  other 
hand,  Guna  never  takes  place  in  the  middle  of  the  roots,  where  there  is 
length  by  nature  and  position. 
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IS  respected  by  the  Greek,  which,  however,  aflFbrds  no 
example,  except  that  of  ei/u  (§.  26.),  of  a  verb  with  a  radical 
vowel  capable  of  Guna,  which,  in  the  special  tenses 
(§.  109.*),  connects  the  personal  sign  directly  with  the 
root.      Compare — 

SING.  DUAL.  PLURAL. 

i-mi  ei'fu.     i'vas,     . .  .      i-mas,    f-/*ef. 

t'shiy  €«-f.      i-thas,    itov,  i'tha»     t-re. 

i-tU     €i-Ti.     t'ixLSt     irov,    y-antit   i-auri  (from  f-avri). 

That  the  middle  hfiat  belongs  to  another  root  has  been 
already  remarked  (p.  676). 

487.  An  exception  from  the  law  of  gravity  is  found  in 
the  root  shu  class  2  ("lie,"  "sleep,")  in  that,  although 
only  used  in  the  middle,  despite  the  weight  of  the  medial 
endings,  it  everywhere  exhibits  Guna;  in  which  respect  the 
Greek  Keifxai  runs  pretty  parallel  to  the  Sanscrit:  hence 
Kci-aau  =  iS-sh6,  Kei-^ai = H-ii^  plural  Kct-fxeda = i&-mah^.  We 
might  also  present  s6t  as  the  root  for  the  Sanscrit  verb, 
as  the  pure  vowel  %  nowhere  appears,  and  the  construction, 
also,  of  the  word  exhibits  no  expression,  which  made  a 
root  a  necessary,  rather  than  ii,  unless,  perhaps,  we 
assumed  nSto,  "  cold,"  in  the  sense  of  resting,  motionless, 
and  hence  chose  to  derive  it  from  it  The  Old  Sclavonic 
exhibits  the  old  diphthong  in  the  shape  presented  by  the 
Greek  jco/n;,  Koifiaith  in  nokou  pokal,  "requies,**  '*paxJ** 
On  the  other  hand,  qnio  chijAf  "  quiesco,**  has  undergone  a 
double  weakening;  first,  that  of  k  to  b  ch,  and  next  the 
thinning  out  of  the  diphthong  to  its  concluding  element. 
It  must  not  be  overlooked  that  pokoi  is  not  the  primitive 
shape  of  the  base,  but  po-koyo,  out  of  which,  in  the  unin- 
flected  nominative  and  accusative,  after  suppression  of  the 
final   vowel  of  the  base  (§.  257.),  pa-kot  necessarily  came : 


*  Kopitar's  GlagolitA,  p.  86. 
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the  theme  pokoyo^  however,  accords  ej^cellently  with  Sanscrit 
saya ;  as  the  adjective  "  lying/'  "  sleeping ; "  or  as  the 
substantive  "  sleep." 

488.  The  roots  of  the  fifth  and  eighth  class  admit  the 
Guna  form  of  the  7  u  of  the  class  syllable  nu  or  u  before  the 
light  terminations,  and,  before  the  heavy,  reject  the  same 
vowel :  the  Greek  sanctions  the  same  principle,  only,  in- 
stead of  extending  t;  into  et;,  it  lengthens  the  u.     Compare — 


SINGULAR. 


DUAL. 


stri-no-shif 

m  • 

8tri-n6'tU 

astri-nav-avfif 

astri-n6'8^ 

■    • 

cutfri-rMt 


ecTTOp-vv-v, 

eOTOjO-VtKT). 


sfri-mu-vas, 
strimu-tha^, 

m 

stri-nu-tasp 

aHfri-nu-vOf 

cuttri-nurtam, 

(uiri-nu-tflnip 


.... 


(TTOp-VU^OV, 
(TTOp-VV-TOV, 


•  • 


efTTOp-VV-TOV^ 

earrop-vvTtjVf 


PLURAL. 

stri-nu^mas,      OTop-pv^iJLe^, 
strhnu-tha,       oto/o-vu-tc. 
stri-nvanti,      arop-vv-vrt. 

astri-nu-ma,      earop-vv-fie^, 
astrirnu-ia,       etrrop-vv^e. 
astri-nv^rif      (eoro/o-i'u-v.) 

489.  The  Sanscrit  reduplicated  preterite  receives  guna 
before  the  light  endings,  and  restores  the  pure  root  vowel 
again  before  the  heavy.  In  this  the  German,  and  most 
evidently  in  the  Gothic,  stands  in  closest  accordance  with 
the   Sanscrit,   inasmuch  as  all  verbs,  with  a  root  vowel 


*  The  gFammariaiiB  assume  a  root  ^  siri  and  another  ^  HH,  both  of 
whidi  signify  "  strew,"  and  have,  properly,  for  their  root  syllable  star 
=  Greek  ZTOP,  Latin  STER^  the  a  of  which  is  subject  to  suppression 
(Vocalismus,  Obs.  I.  p.  157,  and  on  the  root  in  question,  especially,  1.  c. 
p.  179. 
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susceptible  of  Guna  (le.  with  i  or  w),  insert  before  this,  in 
Ae  singular  of  the  simple  (strong)  preterite,  the  original 
Guna  vowel  a  ;  but  before  the  increasing  endings  of  the 
plurals,  as  also  in  the  entire  conjunctive,  which  is  buI^- 
thened  by  the  exponent  of  the  mood,  and  also  in  the  sin- 
gular polysyllabic,  again  reject  the  foreign  strengthening 
voweL      Compare — 


SANSCIUT. 
BOOT. 

bhidf"  to  split. 

btbhSdot 

hOMdUha. 

bibhida, 

bibhidivOf 

bibhidaihuSf 

bibhidataSf 

FLURAIm 

bibhidimOf 

bibhida{tha)f 

bibfudui. 


^^ 


GOTHIC.  SANSCRIT.  GOTHIC. 

BOOT.  ROOT.  BOOT. 

bii/'U>  bite."  6% "to  bend-"  %," to  bend." 

gKNOULAB.  8INOULAB.  SINGULAR. 

bait, 

baist, 

baitf 

DUAXi. 

bUii, 
bitutSf 

... 

PLURAL. 

biium, 
bittdh, 
bitufif 


bubhdf(h 

bubMjithat 

bubhdja, 

DUAL. 

bubhujiva, 

bubhn^hwt, 

bubhu^atiis, 

PLURAL. 

buhkujima^ 

bubhu^tha)f 

bubhujust 


baug, 

battgt. 

batig, 

DUAL. 

buffu. 
bugutif. 

... 

PLURAL. 

bugum, 
bugtUh. 
bugun. 


490.  On  the  law  of  gravity  rests  also  the  phenomenon, 
that  those  Gothic  roots  ending  in  two  consonants,  which, 
without  protecting  the  reduplication,  have  preserved  a 
radical  a  in  the  singular  of  the  preterite,  weaken  this 
down  to  u  before  the  heavy  plural  and  dual  endings,  and 
those  of  the  whole  conjunctive  (Vocalismus,  Obs.  16.  p.  227) 
The  Sanscrit  exhibits  a  remarkable  counterpart  to  this 
phenomenon,  which  had  not  come  under  my  notice  in  my 
earlier  treatment  of  the  theory  of  gravity,  and  is  here  for 
the  first  time  considered  in  this  point  of  view ; — I  mean 
the  root  kar,  "  make,"  which — not  indeed   in    the    redupli- 
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cated  preterite,  but  still  in  the  special  tenses  before  heavy 
endings,  and  in  the  whole  potential,  which  answers  to  the 
Gothic  conjunctive — weakens  its  a  to  u,  and  only  before 
light  endings  retains  the  heavy  a  sound.  Hence  koardmu 
*'  I  make/'  stands  in  equal  relation  to  kurumas  or  kurmas^ 
"  we  make/'  and  to  barydnif  "  I  might  make/'  as,  in 
Gothic,  band  to  bundum,  and  hundyau.  We  place  here  the 
Gothic  preterite  Hand  in  the  i^ame  category  with  the 
Sanscrit  babhandhof  which  everywhere  leaves  its  vowel 
unaltered,  and  with  kardmi  as  regards  the  change  of 
vowel. 

SINGULAR.  DUAL. 

8AN80RIT.  GOTH.    SANSCRIT.  SANSCRIT.  OOTUIO.       SANSCRIT. 

babandha,       band,  kar6mU     babandhiva,      bundti,     kuruvas. 
babandhithoj  banst,  kardshi,    babandhathus,  bunduts,  kuruthas. 
babandha,      band,  kardti.       babandhaJtus,     .  .  .        kundas* 

PLURAL. 

babandhima,       bundum,   kurumas. 
babandhaifha),  bunduth,  kurvtJuu 
babandhus,  bundun,    kurvanti, 

POTENTIAL. 
mNOULAR.  DUAL.  PLURAL. 

Sa7i9crk,      Gothic.         Sarucrit         Gothic.  Sanscrit.  Gothic. 

kurydm,  bundyau,  kurydva,     bundeiva,  kurydmu,  bundeima. 

kuryds,  bundeis,  kurydtam,  bundeits,  kurydta,  bundeith, 

kurydt,  bundi,  kurydtdm,     ....  kuryus,  bundeina. 

"  Remark  1. — ^As  all  verbs  which  follow  the  analogy  of 
band  have  a  liquid  for  their  penultimate  consonant,  and 
liquids  have  a  preference  for  the  vowel  ii,  we  may  attri- 
bute to  them  here  an  influence  on  the  generation  of  the 
u :  it  remains,  however,  not  the  less  true,  that  the  con- 
ditions under  which,  in  the  foregoing  scheme,  a  and  u  are 
interchanged,  rest  only  on  the  laws  of  gravity,  and  on  a 


wm^'^^mm^^^iM 
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maxim  sufficiently,  as  I  believe,  demonstrated  in  my 
Vocalismus  (p.  227),  that  the  weight  of  the  u  is  more  easily 
supported  by  these  languages  than  that  of  cu  For  were 
this  not  so,  it  were  difficult  to  see  why  exactly,  in  the 
monosyllabic  singular,  the  old  a  was  protected ;  and  why 
the  condition  of  monosyllabism  is  so  enforced  in  the  pre- 
servation of  the  a,  that,  in  Old  High  German,  where  the 
second  person  singular  is  designated  by  i  instead  of  U*  and 
also,  in  the  form  which  becomes  dissyllabic,  the  lighter  u 
should  give  way  to  the  heavier  a ;  and  thus  bundi  of  the 
first  and  third  person  stands  in  contrast  to  band,  and  to 
the  Grothic  second  banst.  In  like  sense  may,  in  the 
Sanscrit  form  itur,  exchanged  for  kar,  a  certain  share  be 
attributed  to  the  liquid  in  the  generation  of  the  u,  while 
the  distribution  between  the  a  and  u  forms  depends  on 
the  weight  of  the  endings  alone.  Beyond  the  range* 
however,  of  the  special  tenses,  the  root  kar,  in  the  forms 
which  seek  for  alleviation*  dispenses  entirely  with  the  a, 
so  that  the  r  becomes  the  vowel  ri      The  mutilated  form 

m 

kri  thus  produced — as,  for  instance,  in  kri-ta,  'made,** 
opposed  to  kar-tunh  'make"* — ^is  considered  by  the  gram- 
marians as  the  original,  and  this  holds  good  in  analogous 
cases ; — a  view  which  I  have,  in  my  Vocalismus,  endea- 
voured to  demonstrate  as  historically  unsustainable,  in  the 
first  Observation  of  that  work.  In  special  Sanscrit  gram- 
mars, this  system  may  be  maintained ;  a  kar  may  still  pass 
for  a  Guna  form  of  kri ;  as  also  we  may  be  compelled 
to  treat  the  a  of  the  Gothic  band  as  the  Guna  form  of  I 
in  bindOf  as  we  must,  if,  reversing  the  real  historical  course 
of  the  language,  we  recognise,  in  the  singular  a  of  the 
preterite,  a  first,  and,  in  the  plural,  a  conjunctive  u  of 
the  preterite,  a  second  abUaU  of  the  i  of  the  present 
bindcu"* 


*  For  the  origin  of  this  1 1  refer  to  my  VocaLismus,  p.  23. 

Y  y2 
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"Remark  2. — It    may    appear    surprising    that    these 
Grothic  verbs  with  a  radical  a,   which,  in   the   preterite, 
have    protected    the    old    reduplication,    do   not    equally 
weaken  their  a  to  u  before  the  heavy  endings ;   that,  for 
instance,  haihald,  in  the  plural,  should  form,  not  haihuldttm, 
but  haihaldunh  although  the   root  has  equally  a  liquid  for 
its  penultimate;    and    we  might   imagine  that   the   bur- 
thening  of  the  root  by  reduplication  would  occasion   still 
more  susceptibility  for  the  weight  of  the  endings ;    as  we 
have  seen,  in  Sanscrit,  that  the  reduplicating  roots  of  the 
third    class  in  d  either   weaken  or  totally  remove   that 
vowel  before   the   heavy  endings   (§.  181.),    but  the    non- 
reduplicators  experience  no  diminution.      With  the  Grothic 
reduplication  of  the  preterite  we  find  in   this  a  peculiar 
relation :   it  can   only  be  borne  by  the  strongest  radical 
structure,  and  has  hence   only  been  perpetuated,  first,  by 
verbs    with    a    long   or   diphthongal    radical    vowel ;     as 
haihait,   *  I  was  named,"   present  haita ;  hlaUaup,  *  I   ran,^ 
present  hhupa  ;  secondly,  by  roots  with  the  heaviest  of  the 
short   vowels  (a),   united    with   length  by  position ;     for 
instance,  vaivald,  *  I  directed,"  present  valdcu      Under  these 
conditions,  it  was  a  necessity  of  the  language  to  retain 
the   reduplication  of  the  root  in  all  its  strength,   and  by 
this     the     weakening     of    the    a    to     u     was    provided 
against."" 

491.  The  Greek  exhibits  the  Guna  modification  of  the  i  in 
two  forms,  namely,  where  the  original. a  sound  is  represented 
either  by  e  or  o,  but  at  never  becomes  the  counterpart  of  the 
Sanscrit  6  in  roots  in  which  diphthongs  are  exchanged  with  a 
pure  /.t    Where,  however,  et  and  ot,  next  to  i,  are  exchanged 


*  Faifah^  from  the  baseyoA,  *'  to  seize,"  and  kaihah^  from  hah^ "  to  hang," 
make  an  exception,  but  appear,  on  the  evidence  of  cognate  dialects,  to 
have  lost  a  nasal. 

t  Vocalismus,  Obs.  2.  p.  193. 
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with  each  other  in  one  and  the  same  root,  then  oi,  as  the  hea- 
vier of  the  two  Gunas,  takes  its  place  in  the  perfect,  where  also 
frequently  the  simple  o  is  opposed  to  the  simple  e ;  hence,  for 
instance,  XeAoma  opposed  to  TsMiina,  eKtirov ;  venolda  to  irelda), 
evidoVf  as  Ter/oo^a  to  rpeffxo.  Thus  oi  answers  to  the  Gothic 
Gnna  through  a,  and  ei  to  that  through  i  (§.  27.) ;  and  ireidui 
and  Trevoida  are  related  to  each  other,  as  beita  (i.e.  bifa  from 
biiia,  p.  105}  to  bait  from  the  root  bit;  then,  also,  rpeipia  to 
Terpwpa^  as  lisa  to  las  from  the  root  LAS  (p.  106).  It  appears, 
also,  thus,  that  the  Greek  bears  more  willingly  the  burthen  of  a 
stronger  than  of  a  weaker  root  syllable.  The  susceptibility 
of  the  weight  of  endings  has,  however,  almost  entirely 
vanished  from  the  Greek  perfect  A  remnant  of  it  is  still 
found  in  oUa,  opposed  to  the  Sanscrit  v^e/a,  "  I  know,"  and 
the  Gothic  wdt* — in  all  three  languages  a  present  as  to 
sense,  with  the  terminations  of  the  reduplicated  preterite. 
Yet  the  Sanscrit  verb,  in  this  signification,  dispenses  with 
the  reduplication,  and  so  does  the  Greek ;  for  oX6a  for  folia 
is  merely  the  Guna  of  the  root  (f  )<  J.    Compare — 


SANSCRIT. 

GOTHIO. 

GRBBK. 

^  vid'Of 

vait. 

OlS'O. 

%f^  vSt'thOf 

vais-t, 

our-Oa  (see  §.453). 

%^«^-da. 

vaUj 

oU^e. 

fllfij^  vid-i-vOf 

vU-A, 

.  • .  • 

f)|^[^  vid'Or-thuSt 

vU'U'48, 

fcr-Tov,          ,   , 

^^f^vidra-tus. 

■     .     a     a 

icr-Tov, 

flrt^  tidri-TMl* 

vit-^u-mf 

li'fJLCVf 

fllf^ti)  vid-ortha, 

Vit-Urthf 

ia-re. 

fkf^  vid-u8  (see  §.  462.), 

vU-ttm, 

ia-a-^n. 

*  In  the  case  of  this  verb  our  present  language  has  presenrcd  the  ope- 
ration of  the  influence  of  the  endings;  hence,  msseriy  wiMety  witten^ 
against  weiss^  toeU^t^  toehs ;  while  elsewhere  the  plural  has  eveiy where 
made  itself  equal  in  weight  to  the  singular. 
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"Remark. — ^The  Sanscrit  base  vid  is  not  without  a 
proper  present — %ftl  vidmU  the  plural  of  which,  md^mcts, 
vit'tha,  vid-antU  might  have  equally  given,  in  Greek,  i^-fi£y, 
i(r-Te,  ^a-'oa-i  (from  tiavri,  p.  640);  as  also  out  of  the  duals 
vU'thas,  vit'tas^  we  could  hardly  obtain  in  Greek  any  thing 
other  than  fu-roi/.  The  present  forms  resemble  the  Greek  much 
more  than  those  of  the  preterite.  Nevertheless,  I  am  not  of 
opinion  that  the  Greek  plural  and  dual  endings  can  belong 
to  the  present  in  their  origin,  for  the  intermediate  vowel  a, 
whose  rejection  gives  to  tSfieu  the  appearance  of  a  present 
(compare  ea^fxev),  is  no  essential  element  of  the  perfect,  and 
is  wanting,  among  other  instances,  in  eiK-rov ;  which,  more- 
over, through  the  restoration  of  the  pure  radical  vowel,  bears 
the  same  relation  to  eo/fce,  as  urroi/  to  otie.  We  shall  recur 
to  this  subject." 

492.  After  what  we  have  hitherto  remarked  on  the  laws  of 
gravity,  it  becomes  scarcely  necessary  to  quote  instances 
to  shew  which  are  the  light  terminations,  and  which  the 
heavy.  It  is  self-evident  that  the  dual  and  plural  endings 
have  more  body  and  compass  than  the  singular  of  the  transi- 
tive active  form,  and  that  in  the  middle  voice  the  weight  of 
endings  communicates  itself  also  to  the  singular ;  for  /lux/,  axut 
rat,  are  obviously  richer  in  sound  than  fu,  (r{i),  n :  in  the 
same  manner,  in  the  secondary  forms^  fu/i/,  ao^  to,  are  heavier 
than  V,  c,  (t).  We  have>  however,  to  observe,  that  several 
terminations,  originally  heavy,  but  which  have»  in  the  course 
of  time,  become  abbreviated,  have  nevertheless  left  behind 
them  the  effect  of  their  former  state.  This  is  the  case  espe- 
cially in  the  Sanscrit^  in  which  the  middle  abibkH.  (see 
p.  461)  is  much  weaker  in  its  termination  than  the  transitive 
abibhar-am;  so  that,  according  to  the  present  state  of  the 
language,  we  should  rather  expect  abibhr^m  answering  to 
abibhar-i  than  the  reverse.  The  second  person  plural  of  the 
transitive  reduplicate  preterite,  like  the  first  and  third  of  the 
singular,  has  lost  the  true  personal  sign,  and  retained  only  the 
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intermediate  vowel.  Nevertheless,  we  find  above  vidch  ^  ye 
know/'  answering  to  the  singular  vida^  *'  I  know/' "  he  knows/' 
In  the  second  person  plural  of  the  primary  forms,  tha  is,  in 
its  present  state,  heavier  than  the  singular  si,  as  a  is  heavier 
than  j,  and  the  Sanscrit  aspirates  are  evident  combinations 
of  an  A  with  the  full  tenues  or  media  (§.  12.).  In  Greek,  all 
the  terminations  (if  we  except,  perhaps,  the  relation  of  re  to 
0a,  as  in  icr-Te  contrasted  with  o7(r-0a),  which  I  reckon 
heavy  have  still,  in  their  actual  state,  more  weight  than 
those  which,  according  to  the  theory  which  has  been  brought 
forward,  belong  to  the  light  class.    Compare — 

UOHT  END.  HKAYT  ENDING. 

mif        fu.    vas,  mas,  6,  vaM,  maM,  M^y,  ^ou,  fiedov,  fieda. 

«.  oil),  thas,  thof  si,  Athi,  dve,  rov,  re,  aou,  adov,  trde. 

th  Ti.    tas,  fdh  te,  dte,  nit,  rov,  vrt,  adov,  vrcu. 

m(afii),  I/.      v€Ly  ma,  a,  U*  vahi,  mahi,        fie^,  fifiv,  fieOov,  fjieda. 
9,  f .      tam,  tOt  thds,  Alhdm,  dhvam,  rov,  re,  (ro,  aOov,  aOe. 

ff  (t).  tdm,  fi(an),  ta»  Aidm,  nta,  (ota),  tj/v  (twv),  v,  to,  crftyv  (aOoiv), 

VTO. 
DIVISION  OF  CONJUGATIONS. 

493.  Sanscrit  verbs  admit  of  an  easy  distribution  into 
two  conjugations ;  the  first — which,  if  not  the  oldest,  existed 
before  the  separation  of  languages,  and  is  almost  alone  re- 
presented in  the  European  cognate  languages — comprehends 
the  great  majority  of  all  the  verbs,  viz.  classes  I,  4,  6,  10 
(§.  109  ^),  which,  in  the  special  tenses,  annex  to  the  root  a 
simple  a  (cL  1  and  6),  or  syllables  which  terminate  with  a, 
viz.  ya  and  aya  (cl.  4  and  lo).  This  conjugation  is  fol- 
lowed also,  as  will  hereafter  appear,  by  nearly  all  deriva- 
tive verbs  and  by  all  denominatives.  In  Greek,  the  con- 
jugation in  to  corresponds  to  it,  in  which  too  much  stress 
must  not  be  laid  on  the  ci>  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  mi,  for 

«  Sec  §.471. 


"n 
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if  the'fii  is  restored  to  the  re/oTro),  compared  above  (§.434) 
with  tarp-drmi ;  and  if  reptreig,  repTret,  are  carried  back  to  the 
forms  repir-e^t,  re/twr-e-r/,  which»  in  all  probability,  once 
existed ;  still  this  verb,  and  all  of  similar  construction,  re- 
main sufficiently  distinguished  from  all  classes  of  the  so-called 
fxt  conjugation,  which  does  not  contain  any  verbs  that  insert 
between  the  root  and  the  personal  terminations  an  e  which 
is  interchanged  with  o,  or  larger  syllables  terminating  with 
this  vowel.  The  second  Sanscrit  conjugation  separates, 
like  the  Greek,  into  three  divisions.  It  takes  first,  those  verbs 
which  append  the  personal  terminations  direct  to  the  base 
(CI.  2,  3,  7),  as  i-mi  =6?-/l(i;  dadd-mi  ^SiStafu;  yunaj-mi^ 
^'jungo,"  .plural  yunj-maa,  "jungimus'*  (§.  109*.  3.),  to  which 
there  is  no  analogy  in  Greek ;  secondly^  verbs  with  nu  or  u,  in 
Greek  vv,  v,  as  the  intermediate  syllable ;  thirdly,  those  with  nd 
(weakened  ni),  in  Greek  va  (vrj),  va  (see  pp.  109, 677),  All  these 
divisions  are,  in  Sanscrit  as  in  Greek,  subjected  to  the  in- 
fluence of  the  weight  of  the  personal  terminations,  while  the 
first  conjugation  is  free  from  it.  Other  peculiarities  will 
be  presented  hereafter,  in  which  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek 
second  conjugation  coincide  with  one  another,  and  are 
distinguished  from  the  first  conjugation. 

494.  The  Greek  first  conjugation  contains  a  gpreater  va- 
riety of  subdivisions  than  the  Sanscrit,  which  consists  of 
only  four  classes.  This,  however,  has  no  influence  on  the 
inflection,  since  repv-o-fjiev*  is  inflected  just  like  rOn-ro-fjiet^^ 
iaK'Vo-fieVf  iZ'6kvo'fiev,  Ka^jfi-dvo-fJieVf  vpa^a'Co-fiev,  Sa/K-a^o- 
fiev,  iid-t^o-fiev ;  as  it  is  the  same,  with  regard  to  the  conjuga- 
tion, whether  the  formation,  which  ia  added  to  the  base,  con- 
sists simply  of  one  e,  which,  before  nasals,  is  replaced  by  o,. 
or  of  syllables  which  terminate  with  this  vowel,  as,  in  San- 


*  I  give  the  plural,  as  the  abbreviation  of  the  singular  primary  termi^ 
nation  renders  the  character  of  formation  not  easily  perceptible. 
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scrit»  the  formations  a,  yo,  and  aya  are  inflected  similarly,  for 
this  very  reason,  that  they  all  end  in  a.  It  appears  to  me, 
however,  wrong  to  separate,  in  Greek,  the  consonants  from 
their  vowels,  and  in  Tuirrofiev  to  add,  first  a  r  and  then  a 
conjunctive  vowel  o ;  while,  according  to  the  course  of  the 
development  of  the  language,  the  base  n;ir,  in  the  special 
tenses»  combines  with  the  syllable  re  or  to,  iaK  with  ve  or 
vo,  and  \afi  with  ave  or  avo.  The  addition  of  a  bare  conso- 
nant, or  of  a  syllable  terminating  with  a  consonant,  would 
have  been  too  cumbrous  for  the  conjugation:  a  nnr-r-ftev 
or  iatcv'^ev  can  never  have  existed.  But  if  we  are  right 
in  dividing  thus,  SeiK-vv-fiev,  and  do  not  regard  the  v  merely 
as  the  element  of  formation,  and  the  v  as  the  conjunctive 
vowel,  there  is  no  reason  to  distribute  Twro/xev  according  to 
a  different  principle.  What  the  syllable  to  is  in  the  latter 
verb,  the  syllable  vt;  is  in  the  former.  For  this  reason  I  cannot 
admit  that  mode  of  distinguishing  the  conjugation  in  co  from 
that  in  fu,  which  consists  in  terming  the  latter  **  with  a  con- 
junctive vowel ";  as  the  /xi  conjugation  also,  though  not  in  all 
the  classes  ^f  which  it  consists,  has  syllables  of  conjunction, 
if  they  are  to  be  so  called,  that  are  inserted  in  ieiK-vvfievf 
daK-va-fiev,  between  the  base  and  the  personal  termina- 
tion. 

495.  It  is  hardly  possible  to  state  any  thing  satisfactory 
regarding  the  origin  of  these  syllables.  It  appears  to 
me  most  probable  that  the  majority  of  them  are  pronouns, 
through  which  the  action  or  quality,  which  is  expressed 
in  the  root  in  abstractOf  becomes  something  concrete ;  e^g. 
the  expression  of  the  idea  "  to  love  ^'  becomes  the  expres- 
sion of  the  person,  "  who  loves."  This  person,  however, 
is  more  closely  defined  by  the  personal  termination, 
whether  it  be  "  I,"  "  thou,''  or  "  he."'  Proceeding  from 
this  point  of  view,  we  may  regard  the  character  of  the 
Sanscrit  ninth  class  nd  (§.  109^  5.)=Greek  vo,  vrj,  vd,  as 
the  lengthening  of  the  pronominal  base,  ^  ruit  (§.  369.)  and 
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nu  SB  Greek  vv,  as  the  weakening  of  this  na,  as,  in  the  interro- 
gative, together  with  ka  the  forms  ku  and  In  occur.  The 
u  of  the  eighth  class  is  easily  perceived  to  be  the  abbre- 
viation of  the  syllable  nut  which  arises  from  the  circum- 
stance that  the  few  roots  of  this  class  terminate  with  m ; 
thus  tan-u-mas  for  ian-nu-fnas.  The  sole  exception  is  krU 
"  to  make,^'  which,  however,  as  may  be  deduced  from  the 
2iend  kere-^ndo-^fnU  likewise  had  n  originally  before  the 
appended  u.  From  nd  it  seems  that  dn  has  arisen  by 
transposition^  which  is  further  combined  with  the  cha- 
racter a  of  the  first  or  sixth  class,  and  belongs  to  the  first 
conjugation  ;  but  it  occurs  only  in  the  second  person 
imperative  singular  of  the  transitive  active  form  of  the 
ninth  class^  in  which  the  first  conjugation  is  without  the 
personal  termination;  hence,  ai-dna,  "eat,^^  answering 
to  the  first  person  as-nim,  and  the  third  cJ-nAtiu  This 
as-dna  would  lead  us  to  expect  a  present  a^nd-tnt,  as- 
dna-si,  as-drva'tu  for  as-nd-fni,  &c.  The  circumstance 
that  the  Veda  dialect  has  not  preserved  forms  of  that 
kind,  afibrds  no  certainty  that  they  have  nev^r  existed; 
for  although  several  other  ancient  forms  of  speech  have 
been  preserved  in  the  Veda  dialect,  still  it  is  very  far 
from  having  retained,  in  their  perfect  state,  all  that 
existed  at  the  period  of  the  unity  of  language  ;  e.g.  there 
are  no  middle  forms  in  mi  for  the  abbreviated  6,  But  if 
the  Sanscrit,  in  its  formations  in  dnOf  actually  took  its 
departure  from  the  second  person  imperative,  where  it 
also  remained,  the  Greek  has  completed  the  formation 
thus  commenced ;  for  I  have  scarce  any  doubt  that  forms 
like  ai'dna  are  the  prototypes  of  the  Greek  '^ai/e,  idpO^ave, 
&c.  Both  languages  agree  in  their  conjugational  ad- 
dition almost  as  exactly  as  possible ;  for  a  Greek  d  refers 
rather  to  a  Sanscrit  long  d  than  to  a  short  one,  as  v  a  is 
more  frequently  represented  by  e  than  by  o.  For  the  rest, 
the   original  length    of  quantity  is  still  left  in  lKav<a,     In 
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Lithuaiiiaii,  verbs  in  etm  and  tnic»  and  also  those  with 
doubled  n»  tnnu,  belong  to  this  class,  though  they  retain 
the  nasal,  also,  in  the  future  and  infinitive,  which  verbs 
in  nti,  of  which  hereafter,  do  not,  e.g.  gab-enih  "I  bring,'" 
gadrinu,  "  I  destroy,"  future  gaben  «u,  gcuUn  su  (§.  10.)» 
infinitive  gabSntU  gcuHrUi. 

496.  If,  in  the  Sanscrit  seventh  class  (§.109.*3.),  that 
form,  which  appears  before  light  terminations,  is  older 
than  that  which  occurs  before  heavy  ones,  e.g.  bhi-na-d 
from  bhi-nad-mi,  "  I  cleave,"  older  than  bhi-n-d  from 
bhi-nd-mas,  "  we  cleave,"  then  it  might  be  assumed,  as  I 
am  much  inclined  to  do,  that  this  syllable  na  is  nothing 
else  than  the  syllable  nd  of  the  ninth  class,  which  has 
been  transposed  into  the  interior  of  the  root,  and  abbre- 
viated ;  thus,  bhinadmi  for  bhidndmif  as  bhid  would  form 
according  to  the  ninth  class.  In  Greek  verbs,  like 
XofijSiivcd,  fuzvdAvta,  both  forms  occur  together ;  and  in  them 
the  nasal  of  derivation  has  a  second  time  been  reflected 
into  the  middle  of  the  root,  just  as,  in  Zend,  an  i  or  y 
imparts  to  the  preceding  syllable  also  an  i  (§.41.)  It 
has  been  already  remarked  (§.  l09^5.),  that  verbs,  like 
iatcvo-fiev,  rifi-vo^fiev,  by  weakening  the  syllable  of  deriva- 
tion, i.  e.  by  changing  the  organic  a  of  dafi-vot-fiev  for  the 
unorganic  e  or  o,  have  entered  into  the  <a  conjugation.  Here 
belongs,  also,  the  Latin  formation  m  (before  r  :  ne)  of  ster- 
fd-mus,  cer^ni-mus,  apcr-tu-witi«,  H^ni-mus,  si-m-mus.  Com- 
pare* for  instance,  der-rd-mus  with  ^l^A*!^  strirfd-mas ;  but 
the  resemblance  must  not  be  rated  too  high,  for  the  Latin 
nt  is  not  a  shortened  form  of  the  Sanscrit  tU  (see  §.  485), 
but  a  weakened  as  hg-irmus  for  leg-a-mus  (§.  109^  I.).  In 
Old  Sclavonic,  correspond  verbs  in  n<i»  nhhi,  which  reject 
this  appended  syllable  in  the  preterite,  e.g.  rbiBNV  gyb-nH^ 
**pereor  second  person  gybfie-shU  preterite  gy-boch  (Dobr. 
p.  355.) ;  in  Lithuanian,  correspond  verbs  in  nut  plural 
narme,  which,  though  sparingly,  are  retained  in  roots  in 
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au  (Mielke,  p.  101,  25.) ;  e.  g.  gdu-nu,  '*  I  avow,"  plural 
gdu-na-mcy  preterite  gawau,  future  gausiu      Compare — 

GBEBK.  OLD  SCLAV.  LITHUAN.  LATIH.  SANSCRIT. 

iaK'V<aj         gyb-nUf        gdu-nu,        ster-no-^        stri-nd-mL 
S&K'vei'^,      gyb-ne-shi,  gdu-ri'U       der-m-St       stri-nd-sL 
iaK've-(T)i,  gyb-ne-tyt    gdvrna-        ster-m-U       stri-nd-tu 

gyb-ne-va,    gdurna-wOf     stri-ni-vas. 

8a#c-ve-Toi/,  gyb-ne^ta,    gau-na-td,      stri-ni-thas- 

i&K'VC'Tov,  gyb-ne-ta,    gau^na'  stri-ni-tcu. 

ioLK-vo-fiev,  gyb-ne-m9     gdurna-me,   der-rd-'mus,  stri-ni-mas, 
SaK-ve-re,     gyb-^e-te,     gau-na-te,     ster-fd-tis,     stri-ni-thn. 
iaK'Vo-vTi,   gyb-^nu-tyf^  gdu-na-^        der-nu-nt,     dri-na-nti. 

1  Here  an  entirely  legitimate  division  ib  impoanble,  aince  the  personal 
termination  has  likewise  a  share  in  the  u  of  derivation,  its  nasal  being 
contained  in  it :  see  §.  255.  g,  '  See  p.  609. 

497.  The  addition  re,  to  (iw-ro-ftcv,  Tw-re-re),  appears 
peculiar  to  Greek,  which,  however,  except  weicrw,  t/ictw, 
occurs  only  after  labials.  Its  r  is,  perhaps,  a  corruption 
of  V,  as  elsewhere,  also»  we  have  seen  mutes  proceed  from 
nasals  of  corresponding  organ;  e.g.  jSpoTos*  from  /xporor; 
in  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic  dewynu  AEBATb  devyaty  (§•  317.), 
from  newynu  nevyaty;  and  (which  comes  tolerably  near  to 
the  case  in  question)  the  Greek  suffix  fioTt  used  in  the 
formation  of  words,  corresponds  to  a  formation  in  n  in  the 
kindred  languages;    e.  g.  S-vofjuxr  answers  to  the  Sanscrit 

ndman,  Latin  tiomenf  to  the  Gothic  namS,  naminrSt  and 
Sclavonic  hma  imyOf  genitive  hmbnb  imen-e  (§.  269.).  In 
Sanscrit,  also,  we  must  remark  that  the  n  is  replaced  by 
the  tenuis  of  its  organ,  since,  for  instance,  from  hath  "  to 
slay,"'  comes  the  causal  ghM-ayd-mi  for  hdn-ayd-mi.  If, 
then,  the  r  of  rim-ro^iiev,  Kptnt'TO-fjLev,  &c.,  stands  in  this 
manner  for  v,  then  these  verbs,  just  as  those  in  vo-ficv,,  ve^re 


DIVISION  OF  CONJUGATIONS.  693 

(§.  109  ^  5.),  lead  back  to  the  Sanscrit  ninth  class.  Bat  if 
the  T  is  oi^;anic,  which  is  less  probable,  then,  according  to 
the  principle  laid  down  in  §.  495.,  the  syllable  re,  to,  leads  to 
the  pronominal  base  to  s=  Sanscrit  ir  ta  (§.  343.). 

498.  In  Lithuanian  there  are  some  verbs  which  re- 
semble Greek  verbs  like  Ttnrrta  in  this  point,  that  they  insert 
between  the  root  and  the  personal  termination  an  addi- 
tional syllable  beginning  with  t  and  terminating  with  a 
vowel,  though  they  reject  it  again  in  the  preterite,  which 
answers  to  the  Greek  imperfect,  and  in  which  the  class 
syllables  are  still  retained.  Thus  klys-tu  (euphonic  for 
kh/dntUf  compare  §.  457.),  plural  klys-ta-me,  preterite  klyd-au, 
future  kly-auy  as  epei-CLi)  for  epeti-cio ;  plus-tu  (for  plud-tu), 
"I  swim"  (compare  pbh  p.  114),  "phirsl plus-ta-me,  preterite 
plud-au;  losz-tu,  "  I  am  petulant "  plural  Usz-ta-me,  prete- 
rite  Idszau;  mirsz-tUf  **I  forget,'^  plural  mirsz-ta-'me,  pre- 
terite mtrsx-au;  plysz-tut  **  I  tear  to  pieces,''  plural  plysx- 
to'tne,  preterite  plysx-aa.  Some  verbs  prefix  to  the  t  a 
ronradical  $  also,  for  which  the  way  is  perhaps  prepared  by 
cases  in  which  a  sibilant,  or  a  d  which  changes  into  «,  is 
already  in  the  root,  or  because  st  is  in  general  a  £Eivourite 
termination  (compare  §.  94.);  as,  rim-diLt  "I  am  quiet'' 
(Sanscrit  vi-ranh  **  to  rest''),  plural  rim-da-me,  preterite 
rimmroUf  future  rim-su. 

499.  I  believe  a  pronominal  origin  must   be  ascribed, 
also,  to  the  e,  o  of  verbs  like  rifytr-o-fiev,  Te/twr-e-re,  which  is 

usually  called  a  conjunctive  vowel ;  for  the  nr  a,  which  an- 
swers to  it  in  Sanscrit,  is  deducible  from  a  pronominal 
base  more  easily  than  any  other  conjugational  adjunct,  and 
it  proceeds,  in  fact,  from  the  base  from  which  we  have 
above  seen  a-smdi,  "  to  this,"  a'smdt,  "  from  this,"  a-syat 
"  of  this,"  and  a-smim  "  in  this,"  proceed.  For  a  mere 
conjunctive  vowel  a,  as  the  heaviest  of  the  three  primary 


*  Compare  Sanscrit  mtar  («mff),  ^Uo  remember,*  Vocalismiu,  p.  164. 
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vowels,  appears  to  me  least  of  all  adapted ;  and  I  think 
that  the  origin  of  conjunctive  vowels,  which  are  inserted 
between  two  consonants  to  facilitate  pronunciation,  belongs 
to  a  later  period  of  the  language  than  that  to  which  the 
coincidences  of  the  Sanscrit  with  its  European  cognate 
languages  conducts  us  back.  The  v  a  in  question,  how- 
ever, coincides  with  the  Gothic  a  which  is  interchanged 
with  I,  with  the  Greek  6  interchangeable  with  o.  Old  Scla- 
vonic E  e,  Lithuanian  a,  and  Latin  i  (§.  109*.  L) ;  e.g.  in  the 
second  person  dual,  ^T^if^  vah-a-thas,  answering  to  the 
Gothic  vig-a-Uf  Greek  ^e-roi/,  Old  Sclavonic  be^eta  w^-e-ta, 
Lithuanian  ivez^a-th  ;  second  person  plural  ^rf^  vahra-tha^ 
answering  to  the  Greek  e^e-re.  Old  Sclavonic  be^ete 
vei-e-ie^  Lithuanian  toez-a-ti,  Latin  veh^i-tis,  Gothic  vig-i-lh-^ 
The  case  is  different  with  the  lightest  of  the  primary 
vowels,  i,  with  which  we  shall  hereafter  become  acquainted 
in  considering  the  Sanscrit  auxiliary  future.  No  analogous 
vowel  can  be  assigned  to  this  i  in  the  kindred  languages, 
and  we  must  therefore  fix  its  origin  in  the  period  suc- 
ceeding the  division  of  languages.  In  Zend,  we  see  some 
conjunctive  vowels  arise,  as  it  were,  under  our  eyes,  ue. 
vowels  which  enter  between  two  consonants  that  were 
formerly  combined :  this  never  occurs,  however,  with  an 
Of  but  with  the  unorganic  g  e  (§.  30.),  for  which  i  is  some- 
times found ;  e,g.  ui-e-hista,  **  stand  up,'*'*  in  which  an  t  is 
inserted  between  the  preposition  and  the  verb^  which 
never  happens  in  Sanscrit 

500.  The  adjuncts  of  the  fourth  and  tenth  classes,  i|  ya 
and  w^  aya,  must,  I  believe,  be  regarded  as  auxiliary 
verbs :  i|  ya  is,  at  the  same  time,  the  character  of  the 
passive,  and  we  shall  recur  to  it  in  treating  of  that  voice. 
In  Gothic,  we  have  already  found  a  representative  of  the 
Sanscrit  fourth  class  (§.  109^^.  2.) :  in  Latin,  verbs  in  w,  of 
the  third  conjugation,  correspond  to  it  These,  in  disad- 
vantageous comparison  with  the  Gothic,  have  permitted  the 
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vowel  of  the  syllable  ya  to  disappear  almost  everywhere  ; 
e.gt  in  all  the  cases  in  which  the  a  of  the  first   and  sixth 
class  has  been  weakened  to  U  before  r  to  ^ ;  hence,  speiA-Of 
gpeo-i-urd,  contrasted   with   the    Sanscrit  pdi^yd-mU    pas^ 
ya-intU  but  spec-i-Ss  spec-i-t,  spec-i-muSf  spec-i-tis,  contrasted 
with  pai-ya-dt  pas-ya-iU  pai-yA-maSj  paS-ya-thcu      In  the 
participle  present,  the   a  of  the  syllable  ya  has  been  re- 
tained  under  the   protection   of  two  consonants;    hence, 
spec-ie-ns,  spec-ie-^tem,  contrasted  with  paH-ya-Uf  pai-ya-ntam. 
Facio,  according  to  its  origin,  should  follow  the  fourth  con- 
jugation, as  it  is    based    on    the    Sanscrit   causal    form, 
bhAvaydmU  "  I  make  to  be  '^  (§.  19.) :  on  account  however,  of 
the  trifling  difference  in  form  between  -ydmi  and  -aydmU  it 
cannot  surprise  us  that  the  said  Latin  verb  has  deserted  its 
original  class,  and  migrated  to  that  next  adjoining.    Thus, 
vice    versd,  cupw^kup-yd-mU    "I  am  angry,"  has  partly 
changed  into  the  fourth  conjugation,  which  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  tenth  class;   and  to  this  conjugation  belong 
cupivif  cupitum,  while  the  present  has  remained  in  the  class 
to  which  this  verb  originally  belongs.     In  Lithuanian,  cor- 
respond verbs    in    iu,    yu,  of  Mielke's    first    conjugation 
(p.  96,  &c.);   e.g.  liepyu,  "  I  order,""  which,  like  similar  verbs 
with  a  labial  termination  to  the  root,  rejects  indeed  the  y 
before  the  i  of  the  second  person,  but  otherwise  retains  the 
class  syllable  inviolate  throughout  the  whole  present    In 
Sclavonic  Dobrowsky^s  first  conjugation  belongs  here,  which, 
in  the  present,  with  the  exception  of  the  first  person  sin- 
gular, and  third  person  plural,  exhibits  the  syllable  Hya 
in  the  form  of  k  ye,  but  only  after  vowels :  after  consonants, 
only  the  e  of  the  k  ye  is  left,  as  in  other  parts,  also,  of  gram- 
mar, E  e  is  very  frequently  the  remnant  of  the  syllable  k  ye, 
as  the  euphonic  product  of  yo  (§.  255.  n.  and  258.).     In  the 
first  person  singular  and  third  person  plural,  we  find,  both 
after  vowels  and  consonants,  yA,  ytUy,  from  yo-m,  y(hnty 
(§.  255.  £f.),  and,   in    the  gerund  (participle)  present   ya^ 
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feminine  yiUhchi,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  yatiy  yanti. 
Examples  are :  pi-ytl,  "  I  drink /'  *  second  person  pi-y£^sAi"t 
third  person  pi-ye^  ;  ^na-yil,  "  I  know  "  (Sanscrit  jnA,  **  to 
know'*)  ina^ye-shh  ina-ye-iy ;  or-yu,  "I  plough**^  or-e-shi,  or- 
e-ty.    Compare — 

SANSCRIT.  LITH.  OLD  SCLAV.  GOTHIC.  LATIN. 

lubh-yd-mif      liep'yxu  {na-yu,  hqf^a-'*        cap-io-^, 

htbh-ya-sU       Kep-U  ^na^ye-shi,    haf-yi'St       cap-i'S. 

lubhrya-tif       Uep-ya-  ^na-ye-ty,      haf-yi-tht      cap-i-L 

tubh-yd-vaSf     liep^a-wa.    irm-ye-wu     haf-y^-s,         ..... 

bibhrya-thast   liep-ya-taf      ^na-ye-ta^      haf-ya-ts,       

bibh-ya-ias,     liep-ya-  ^mL-ye^txjtt        •  .  .  . 

ktbh-yd-fnas,    liep-ya-me,    ^na-ye-mt      haf-ya-m,     cap-i-fnus. 
Inbh-ya-thOf     liep-ya-te,      ^na-ye-te,       haf-yi-iK      cap-i-tis. 
lubh-ya-ntif      Hep-ya^"        ^noryu-ty,     haf-ya-nd^    cap^iu-nt. 

»  "  I  desire,"  compare  lubet,  libet,  Gothic  /tuft*,  "  dear."  «  See 

p.  692,  Rem. '.  »  The  Gothic  haf-yay  our  Aeftwi,  "  to  raise,-  is  radi- 

cally identical  with  the  Latin  capto,  the  law  of  transposition  being  fol- 
lowed (§.  87.)*  *  ^  completely  Intimate  division  is  impossible  in 
thisjword  (see  §.  255.  g.). 

501.  As  the  Lithuanian  readily  assimilates  the  semi- vowel 
y  to  a  stronger  consonant  preceding  it  (compare  p.  353),  it 
need  not  surprise  us  if  this  case  occasionally  occurs  in  the 
class  of  verbs  also  under  discussion.  To  this  we  refer  verbs  in 
mmu  (according  to  Mielke,  p.  101.  23.),  which,  in  the  prete- 
rite, again  restore  their  second  m  to  the  y,  whence  it  arose. 


*  The  Sanscrit  root  pC  is  used  only  in  the  middle,  but  belongs,  in  like 
manner,  to  the  fourth  class;  hence,  pH-yi^  pi-yasS^  &c. 

t  Dobrowsky  writes,  p.  321,  bieM^  btPty,  from  the  root  6f,  "to  cut"; 
but  Kopitar,  whom  I  follow,  gives  biyeshi^  &c.  If  the  first  reading  were 
correct,  it  must  be  assumed  that  after  t  the  j^  of  the  class  syllable  would 
be  dropped  before  «. 
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but,  in  the  future  and  infinitive,  according  to  tlie  old  princi- 
ple, entirely  withdraw  the  class  syllable ;  as,  immu, ''  I  take," 
preterite  Smyau,  future  tmsu,  infinitive  inUL     GemmUf  **  1  am 
bornr  has,  in  the  preterite,  together  with  gimyau  also  the 
assimilated  form  gimmau.      The  root  gim  agrees  with  the 
Sanscrit  ir^^jan,  which,  in  the  sense  of  *' to  be  born,"  is  like- 
wise included  in  the  fourth  class,  but  which  regularly  sup- 
presses the  n  before  the  character  ir  ya,  and,  in  compensation, 
lengthens  the  vowel.      As,  however,  jan,  **  nasci,"   is  used 
only  in  the  middle,  and  the  passive,  on  account  of  its  cha- 
racter ya,  is  identical  with  the  middle  of  the  fourth  class, 
nothing  prevents  us  from  regarding  ^(AjdyS,  **  nascar,*^  as 
passive ;  and  thus,  in  Lithuanian,  gemmu  is  recognised  as  a 
remnant  of  the  Sanscrit  passive,  with  the  loss  only  of  the 
middle  terminations.     We  should  also  remark  the  admirable 
agreement  between  the  Lithuanian  luppu,  "  I  peel/*  **  skin," 
and  which  is  based  on  assimilation,  and  the  Sanscrit  lup^d-mi, 
from  the  root  lup,  ^  to  cleave,"  "  destroy,"  "  trouble."     Hence 
the  transition  is  close  to  Greek  verbs  with  double  consonants, 
in  the  special  tenses ;  for  the  form  oAAo^,  as  contrasted  with 
the  Grothic  ALYA,  has  furnished  us  with  the  first  proof,  that, 
in  Greek,  the  semi-vowel  y  still  exists  in  the  form  of  a  retro* 
acting  assimilation,*  for  comparatives  like  Kpeiaa-cav,  eXiaaciiv, 
are  traced  back  to  this  principle  (§.  300.),  to  which,  also,  verbs 
with  0-  or  X  doubled  in  the  special  tenses  are  subjected ; 
thus  AiWo/xoi  from  Tsjryofiai,  as  Kpeitrciav  from  Kpeiryuiv  or 
Kpocryciv;  <l>pta'<r(a  from  <l>piKyu),  as  yKvarcroiv  from  yKvKyoijv 
(yKvKtcS);  miKTau}  from  irrvyrtfci),  as  ird<T€r<f>v  from  7rce)Q/u>p 
(va%/a>v).     According  to  this  principle,  7  also  becomes  a; 
e,g»  rdo'^Tia  from  Tayy(a,  to  which  the  comparatives  do  not 
supply  any  analogy,  as  might  have  been  expected  in  fieya^. 
As,  however,  iieil^iAv  is  used  for  fxeylttiv  from  fieyytt^v,  so  also 
in  the  f  of  some  verbs  the  retroactive  influence  of  an  earlier 


*  Demonstrative  Bases,  p.  20. 
/  z 


698  VERBS. 

y  might  be  conjectured ;  thus  aZta  (with  ayto^  s  Sanscrit 
Ti(  yajt  "  to  adore,"  "  to  sacrifice,")  from  ayy<a;  if>p&^<a  from 
<j>paiy<a ;  i^o)  from  iiyu) ;  ^pd^oi  with  fipaa-Cia  from  fipaSyc^ 

or  fipaxy^ 

502.  M«st  verbs  in  aata  are  denominatives ;  and  it  is  here 
important  to  remark,  that,  in  Sanscrit  also,  the  syllable  ir  ya 
forms  denominatives,  as  chird-yd-mU  ^  I  hesitate,^  from  chira^ 
"slow";  iabdl-yd-mi,  "I  tune,"  from  iabda,  "sound";  asil- 
yd-mi,  "  I  curse,"  from  asu,  "life";  namas-yd-mi,  "  I  adore,'' 
from  namas,  "  adoration."^  Thus,  in  Greek,  amongst  others, 
atftAa-aiM)  from  alfiaryfa  from  'AIMAT ;  Kopvcata  from  KopvOyta 
from  KOPy©;  rapaa-ata  from  rapccxH^  ^^  TAPAXH ; 
TTTepvaaofiou  from  vrepvyyo^cu  from  nTEFYF;  fajpiaata 
from  Ktjpvyyto  from  KEPYF.  The  numerous  denominatives, 
also,  in  a^(a  and  tl^u)  might  be  referred  to  this  class,  the  semi- 
vowel  ^  y  being  represented  by  t  Th®  question  is,  whe- 
ther the  a  and  i  of  forms  like  eivi^c^t  aK/xa^cj,  StKa^<a,  aye- 
^ij^t  ayopd^ca,  itoheyLi^ti^  dOpot^ia,  dfpplJQm,  belong  to  the  pri- 
mitive noun,  or  to  the  verbal  derivative.  It  must  be  consi- 
dered an  important  argument  in  favour  of  the  former  view, 
that  a^co,  in  that  kind  of  denominatives,  for  the  most  part 
occurs  only  where  an  a  or  i;  is  already  contained  in  the 
base  noun,  but  i;  according  to  its  origin  =  d  (§.  4.).  If, 
therefore,  iiKdlQca  comes  from  5i*o;  (5/icd),  then  the  final  vowel 
of  the  base  word  has  only  been  weakened  in  the  most  natural 
manner,  and»it  would  therefore  be  also  only  a  weakening  of 
the  vowel,  if  o,  springing  from  short  a,  should  become  i  (§.  6.), 
and  €,g.  TroXefjLt'^o)  should  stand  for  7roAe/xo-C<^.  -^^^  ^^  need  not 
surprise  us  if?;  (d)  were  at  times  weakened  a  stage  further 
than  to  d,  viz.  to  i,  and  aihl-l^ofiai  were  derived  from  avKi^, 
by  changing  the  tj  into  i.     Bases  ending  with  a  consonant 


*  See  §.  19.     From  this  interchange  an  affinity  of  the  Greek  fea,  fcta, 
to  tlie  Sanscrit  l^yava^  "barley,"  may  be  deduced;  thus  tea,  for  tefa. 
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observe*  if  this  opinion  be  just,  a  double  course  of  procedure-: 
either  the  final  consonant  is  suppressed,  or  an  i  added  to  it  as 
a  conjunctive  vowel.  The  former  occurs  principally  in  words 
which  have  already  become  accustomed,  through  the  nomi- 
native (accusative),  to  the  loss  of  their  final  consonant ;  the 
latter  principally  in  those  words  that  retain  their  final  con-, 
sonant,  or  the  former  of  two  in  the  nominative;  hence, 
X6i/xaC<*»  from  XEIMAT;  6vofjLa^(a  from  'ONOMAT;  vat^iM^ 
from  nAIA ;  aaicil^ofmi  from  'A2ELIA ;  but  avSp-l-^ia,  yourrp- 
i-^t^  avyev^i'JQtAt  aKovT'l'^ia,  ayiMf^i-lQ^  aKoK'i-^(a.  Deviations 
from  the  prevailing  principle  are  odfiar-i-C'^  epiuxr-i-lQuh 
voLpaieiyfiaT-i'^ai,  icu/LtaT-Z-Jiw,  (Tirepfiar-i'^u},  woJ-Z-fw ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  /xa<rr/-C<«>,  aaKvl-^io,  avpl-J^id^  for  fAaaTiy-i-^oif 
&c.  The  2  of  words  like  retxo^  belongs,  indeed,  as  has  been 
before  shewn  (§.  128.),  to  the  base;  notwithstanding,  no  de- 
rivations exist  like  r6/%6(r-/-C<^  since  the  recollection  that  the 
2,  which  had  been  dislodged  from  the  oblique  cases,  belonged 
to  the  base  at  the  time  when  these  verbs  originated  was 
already  extinct 

503.  If  we  proceed  on  the  opinion,  that  the  a  and  i  of  de- 
nominatives in  a^a  and  t^u}  belong  to  the  verbal  derivative, 
then  they  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class  (§.  109\  6.), 
which  likewise  forms  denominatives ;  and  thus,  in  the  second 
person  plural,  a^e^e  would  ^  Sanscrit  aga-thcu  The  i  of 
i^a>  would  consequently  be,  in  iro2\£fi{^(a,  not  the  weakening  of 
the  o  of  nOAEMO,  and  in  yairrpi^o),  pLaKapi^uh  evioufiovt^cAt 
and  others,  not  a  conjunctive  vowel,  but  the  weakened  form 
of  the  old  a  of  VQTAi  ayd-mi,  V^ffir  aya-sU  &c  ;  but  the 
vowels  of  the  nominal  bases  would  be  rejected,  as  in  San- 
scrit, in  which  language,  in  polysyllabic  bases,  not  only  the 
final  vowels  are  withdrawn,  but  final  consonants  also,  toge- 
ther with  the  vowel  preceding  them;  e.g. prU-a-ydmi  from 
pr&U  "joy,"  varm-aydmi  from  varman,  "armour,"  We 
might  consider  in  this  light  the  isolated  word  deKal^ofievo^  in 

Greek,  and,  moreover,  forms  like  6vofia^(af  d<nfi^(a ;  thus  pro- 

zz  2 
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perly»  a€K(ovya^6fjL€vo^,  a(nr(i9)-/{fcoy  6vofjL{aT)a^<a :  on  the 
otlier  hand,  the  majority  of  bases  terminating  with  a  conso- 
nant, in  advantageous  contrast  with  the  Sanscrit,  preserve 
the  primary  word  unabbreviated,  or  only  weakened,  as  be- 
fore the  oblique  case  terminations:  thus,  yaarp-i^ta  like 
yaarp'O^.  If  this  second  view  of  the  matter  is,  as  I  am 
much  inclined  to  think  it  is,  the  correct  one,  then  the  oppo- 
sition between  forms  like  ayop^-alta,  itK-a^ia,  j^ei/x-afw,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  such  as  7ro\e/i'-/^a),  a^/o^-/^ci>,  aSeA^'-Z^co, 
ai/S'-i^o),*  v\lr'il^it>,  on  the  other,  is  to  be  settled  thus,  that  the 
a  of  derivation  is  preserved  by  a  or  j;  (==a)  of  the  primitive 
word,  in  order  that  the  base  and  derivative  part  may  not 
experience  too  much  weakening.  For  the  rest,  in  bases 
in  o,  the  forms  in  al^<a,  without  i  preceding,  are  not  rare» 
though  they  are  kept  in  the  back-ground  by  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  those  in  i^<a ;  as  nnr^^tjd,  KiO-d^ia, 
epy-a^ofiat,  /<r-a^ci)»  Yu/Ltl^4fa),  KoK-d^oUt  $OK//x-a^a>,  erof/x-a^oi, 
Ktafi'd^u),  mjK'&l^cdf  (TwricoT-afa)  (together  with  <rico7^/fa)),  ovk^ 
A^ia,  To^-i^ofiou.  Hence,  also,  the  form  in  l^(a  is  not  en- 
tirely foreign  to  the  a  declension  {\vpiX(a  from  Xt/pa) ;  and 
what  is  of  more  importance,  both  a^ta  and  l^ia  occur  be- 
yond the  nominal  formations,  as  piwr-a^ia  from  jitirrci^^  arev- 
(i^a)  from  (rT6i/ci>,t  as  Safidl^ta  together  with  Safjuxta,  dyocna^ia 
with  ayairdoif  icpoKaiKllQbi  with  KaKetdj  curl^o}  with  aireoi, 
<o0/^a>  with  codeo).  Such  forms  are  certainly  connected  with 
the  character  m  aya  of  the  tenth  class. 

504.  To  this  class  I  refer,  also,  verbs  in  aa>  and  eci>,t  whose 


*  Not  from  the  nominative  ai^ft^f,  but  from  the  base  'AH^EZ  (compare 
p.  308). 

t  *Epir-vC«>  from  e/nrw  appears  to  have  been  formed  by  weakening  the  a 
to  V, 

t  Of  course  with  the  exception  of  those  the  e  or  a  of  which  is  radical, 
denominatives  in  om,  likewise,  probably  belong  here,  though  the  o  has  the 
appearance  of  belonging  to  the  primitive  noun.    The  question  appears  to 

have 


DIVISION  OF  CONJUGATIONS.  701 

relation  to  the  Sanscrit  aya  must  be  this,  that  (as  in  the 
Latin  first  conjugation  and  the  Gothic  second  weaker  form), 
after  dropping  the  semi-vowel,  the  two  as  of  w^ aya  have 
combined  into  a  corresponding  long  vowel  (d  or  i;).  This 
shews  itself  elsewhere  besides  in  the  special  tenses,  e.g 
in  ipiK-fj-iTia,  Treij^tK-r^Ko^  with  which  the  iEolic  present  <f>t\- 
ff-fu  agrees ;  whence,  by  adding  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  the 
a>  conjugation,  through  which  the  97  is  abbreviated,  come 
^lAeo),  ^H\eofiev,  The  case  is  similar  to  the  formation  of 
ri06<«>,  for  TtOtjfju,  from  the  root  0H.*  For  wjccio)  we  should 
expect  viK'OrfUf  and  such  forms  must  have  formerly  existed : 
the  viK'tj'^,t  however,  which  has  been  transmitted  to  us,  as 
viK-rj^fa  for  vi«c-d-(rca,  need  not  surprise  us,  as  97,  according  to 
its  origin,  stands  everywhere  for  d,  and  even  the  Doric,  dis- 
posed as  it  is  to  adopt  the  d,  has  not  preserved  every  d  from 
being  corrupted  to  17.  In  this  point,  verbs  in  aa>  maintain  a 
superiority  over  those  in  eco  (for  i/o)),  that  they  have  pre- 
served the  length  of  the  a  under  the  protection  of  a  preced- 
ing long  voweL  The  Prakrit,  as  has  been  already  observed, 
has,  for  the  most  part,  contracted  the  character  aya  into  6 — 


have  one  iasae  with  that,  whether  the  a  or  f  of  aC<»9  (C<*  belong  to  the 
Terbal  derivation  or  to  the  nominal  base. 

*  Fiom  the  point  of  view  of  the  Greek  it  might  appear  doubtful  whe- 
ther (OTO^,  riOtffii^  it^/Uy  should  be  regarded  as  lengthened  forms,  or 
Irratievy  TtOeftev,  ^lio/uv,  as  shortened  ones.  But  the  history  of  languages 
is  in  favour  of  the  latter  opinion  (compare  §.  481.). 

t  I  formerly  thought  it  probable,  that  in  vi«ra«  the  Sanscrit  preposition 
fit  might  be  concealed,  then  va  would  be  the  root,  and  might  be  compared 
with  mnfivyay  dmt,  "  I  conquer,"  from/t,  CL 1.,  the  medial  bemg  irre- 
gularly raised  to  a  tenuis.  But  if,  which  I  now  prefer,  v7k  is  regarded  as 
the  root,  and  6m  =  aydmij  is  the  class  character ;  then  vixan  leads  us  to 
the  Sanscrit  causative  ndMySir^i,  ^^  to  annihilate,"  '^  to  slay."  The  rela- 
tion of  v7k  to  ndi  resembles  that  of  krUni-mas  to  kra-nUmi  in  Sanscrit 
(§.  485.).  Then  the  conquering  would  take  its  name  from  the  annihilation 
of  the  foe  combined  with  it,  and  vifco«»  would  also  be  akin  to  vckvt,  vtKp^, 
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by  suppressing  the  final  a,  vocalizing  the  y  to  i  and  contract- 
ing it,  according  to  rule»  with  the  preceding  a  to  i* — and 
thus  it  agrees  with  the  weak  form  of  the  Latin  second,  and 
Gothic  third  conjugation  (p.  1 10,  passim).  But  in  Prakrit  the  y 
of  aya  may  also  be  abandoned,  as  jnn-ad^di  =  Sanscrit  Jan- 
aya-ti,  which  serves  as  countertype  to  the  Latin  first  and 
Gothic  second  weak  conjugation  (with  6  for  d,  according  to 
§.  69.),  and  to  Greek  verbs  with  the  derivative  17  or  d. 

605.  The  relation  of  the  Latin  {  of  the  fourth  conjuga- 
tion to  the  Sanscrit  aya  is  to  be  viewed  thus,  that  the 
first  a  has  been  weakened  to  i,  and  has  then  combined  with 
the  y  dissolved  to  t,  and  has  thus  formed  (,  which  i  before 
a  vowel  following-sound  is  again  subject  to  abbreviation. 
The  final  a  of  ^sm  aya  has  been  lost  or  preserved  under 
the  same  circumstances  as  those  under  which  the  syllable 
ir  ya  of  the  fourth  class ;  e.g.  in  capio  ;  is  retained  or  lost 
(compare  §.  500.).  Thus  the  to,  iuvt,  of  audio,  audiunt,  cor- 
respond with  the  Sanscrit  ayd-mU  aya-rdi;  e.g.  in  ch&r- 
ayd-mi,  "  I  steal "  (compare  furo,  according  to  §.  14),  chSr- 
aya-rdi;  the  t&,  ids  of  avdHs,  audids,  with  the  Sanscrit 
^b5||T^  ay6s  in  chdr-ayi-s,  "thou  mayest  steal ";  on  the  other 
hand,  the  is,  it,  imus,  itis,  of  avdts,  audit,  axbdimus,  auditis, 
with  the  aya-sU  aya-ti,  aydrtncts,  aya'-tha^  of  chor-aya-si,  &c. 
In  Sclavonic,  Dobrowsky^s  third  conjugation  is  to  be 
referred  here,  which,  in  the  present,  contrasts  yu  (from 
yo-m,  §.  255*.  g.),  ya-ty,  with  the  Sanscrit  ayd-mU  ayor-nti, 
and  Latin  io,  iu-nt,  but  in  the  other  persons  has  preserved 
only  the  semi-vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  aya,  resolved  to  u 
Exclusive  of  the  special  tenses,  these  verbs  separate  into 
two  classes  {E  and  F,  according  to  Dobrowsky),  since  the 
Sanscrit  w<^  ay,t  shews  itself  either  in  the  form  of  t.  ye,  or 
as  i.      The    former,   according    to    §.  255.  e,    corresponds 


*  Compare  Vocallsmus,  p.  202. 

t  The  final  a  of  igXf  aya  remains  only  in  the  special  tenses  (§.  109  \  6J 
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exactly  with  the  Prakrit  ^  i,  and  therefore  with  the  Latin 
i  of  the  second  conjugation,  and  with  the  Gothic  aU  Old 
High  German  g,  of  the  third  weak  conjugation  (p.  120. 
passim);  e.g.  BHAlbTH  vidrye-tU  "to  see,"*  answering  to  the 

Prakrit  vMri-tuh  {vid-4-mt),  Latin  vid-i^ef  Sanscrit  v^d-ay^ 
i-tum  {vgd-aydrmi).  On  the  other  hand,  bud-i-tU  "to 
waken/^  in  analogy  with  bud-i-shi,  **  thou  wakenest,"  &c. 

506.  In  Lithuanian  we  recognise  the  Sansmt  tenth 
class,  and  therefore  the  German  weak  conjugation,  in 
Mielke^s  second  and  third  conjugation.  The  second,  with 
regard  to  the  present,  distributes  itself  into  two  classes,  of 
which  the  one,  and  the  more  numerous,  h{is  preserved 
only  the  a  of  the  character  aya — ^probably  the  latter, — and 
hence  appears  identical  with  the  first,  which  corresponds 
to  the  Sanscrit  first  or  sixth  class  ;  e.g.  stSn-a'-me,  "  we 
groan,*'  stSn-a-te,  "ye  groan *'= Sanscrit  dawayd-mas^ 
stanraytt-thof  as  vez-a-mi^  vez-a-te  =  vah^d-masj  vah-a'tha. 
The  other,  and  less  numerous  class,  has,  like  Dobrowsky''s 
third  conjugation,  an  i  in  the  present,  as  a  renmant  of  the 
Sanscrit  aya,  e.  g.  myl-i-me,  "  we  love.""  In  the  preterite 
both  classes  have  (yo  throughout  the  dual  and  plural ; 
thus,  e.g.  second  person  plural,  stem'^o-tey  myhfyo'te,  an- 
swering to  the  Sanscrit  astan-aya-ta.  The  singular  has, 
in  the  first  person,  iyan  from  iya-m  (§.438.);  second 
person,  iyei  from  iya-si ;  third  person,  (yo,  without  an  ex- 
pression for  the  person.  Thus  we  see  here  the  class 
character  ^m  aya  retained  more  exactly  than  in  any  other 


*  In  Sclayonic  and  Latin  the  causal  in  question  has  the  meanmg  ^^  to 
see,"  which  is  a  means  of  making  to  know  of  a  particular  kmd,  as,  in  San- 
scrit, the  eye,  as  the  organ  of  guiding,  is  termed  ni4ra  and  nay-ana. 

t  The  Sanscrit  verb  expresses  a  louder  groaning  than  the  Lithuanian, 
and  signifies  ''to  thunder";  compare  Umare  and  Gh-eek  trrevm  in  the  sense 
of  the  roaring  of  the  waves  of  the  sea. 
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European  cognate  language.  The  6,  andswering  to  the 
V  a,  is  perhaps  produced  by  the  re-active  influence  of  the 
y,  while,  in  2^nd,  that  semi-vowel,  by  its  assimilative 
force,  changes  into  S  the  following  a  sound ;  e.g.  irdvay^ 
mi,  irav-ayi-shi,  srivayii-ih  "  I  spenk  "  ("  make  to  hear  "*'), 
&c.  There  are  some  verbs  in  Lithuanian  which,  in  the 
present  also,  have  preserved  the  character  ^ni  aj^a  in  the 
most  perfect  form  ;  e.g,  klyd'6yv^  *'  I  wander  about,"  plural 
klyd-iya-mef  preterite  singular  klyd-iyau.  Verbs,  also,  in 
oym  uyUr  and  iyu — ^plural  oya-mey  uya-me,  vya-me — ^furnish 
an  exact  counterpart  to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class,  or  causal 
form ;  e.g.  dum-oyUf  "  I  think/'  plural  dum-oya-mef  pre- 
terite dum-ayau  ;  wazuyu,  '*  I  drive/''  plural  waz-uyurme^ 
the  Sanscrit  causal  vdh-^ya-mas.  Verbs  in  iyu  are,  as  it 
appears,  all  denominatives ; •»•  e.g.  ddwadiyu,  "I  bring  into 
order,"  from  dcnoddas,  "  order."  Mielke's  third  conju- 
gation, like  the  preponderating  class  of  the  second  conju- 
gation, has,  in  the  present,  preserved  only  the  last  vowel 
of  the  character  ^n  ayat  and  that  in  the  form  of  an  o, 
with  the  exception  of  the  first  and  second  person  singular, 
in  which  the  old  a  remains  Compare  pernh  "  I  nourish," 
of  the  second  conjugation,  with  laikau  (laik-a-u),  "  I  stop," 
of  the  third. 


*  The  Lithuanian  grammarians  do  not  write  the  e  with  a  circumflex, 
but  with  a  different  mark  to  denote  the  length  of  quantity. 

t  Lithuanian  y=t;  and  thus  from  tlie  root  of  this  verb  comes  the  sub- 
stantive Jdaiduruu,  ''  false  believer,"  with  Vnddhi  (§.  26.},  for  Lithuanian 
at=^t,  the  t  being  slightly  pronounced ;  so  baimi^  '^  fear,"  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  root  6/aC,  "  to  fear,"  whence  bhima,  "fearful,"  and  hence  the  deri- 
vative hhdima.  The  derivation  suffix  una,  in  klai-dunaSf  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  middle  participial  suffix  &na  (compare  §.  255.  h.). 

I  Miclke  refers  verbs  in  Syiij  oyu^  iiyu^  and  iyu  to  his  first  conjugation, 
which  is,  in  general,  composed  of  very  heterogeneous  parts. 
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SINGULAR. 

penrii,    laik-a-u, 
penri^     laik-a-i. 

DUAL 

pen^a-tnOf    Imk-o-wa, 
pSn'a-4a»     laik-o-ta, 
pSn-a,          Uuk-^ 

PLURAL. 

pSnra-me,      lailco-mef 
pen-a-te,        Uuk-o-tet 
pin-Of            Icuk-o. 

In  the  two  plural  numbers,  and  in  the  third  person  sin- 
gular of  the  preterite,  laUeau  has  lost  the  syllable  yo  of 
the  iyot  which,  in  the  second  conjugation,  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  ayOf  and,  in  the  first  and  second  person  sin- 
g^ular,  it  has  lost  the  syllable  ^ :  it  uses  lau  for  6yau,  and 
iei  for  iyei.  Hence  we  see  clearly  enough  that  this  con- 
jugation, though  more  corrupted,  likewise  belongs  to  the 
Sanscrit  tenth  class.      Compare — 

nNOULAR.  DUAL. 

pen-tya-u,    latk-iariif  pen-iyo-wa,    laik-t-waf 

pen-^ye-U      laik-ie-u  penriyo-tOf     laik-i-ta, 

pen-tyot       laik-i.  pen-SyOf  latk-^, 

PLURAL. 

penriyo-mef    laik^-me, 
pen-iyo^e,       Udk-i-ief 
pen-tyo,  laik-L 

It  has  been  already  observed  with  regard  to  the  Sanscrit 
tenth  class,  that  its  characteristic  w^  aya  is  not  restricted 
to  the  special  tenses  (§.  109*.  6.),  but  that,  with  few  excep- 
tions, it  extends  to  all  the  other  formations  of  the  root, 
only  laying  aside  the  final  a  of  aya.  Thus,  in  Lithuanian, 
a  part  of  the  corresponding  (yo,  iyo,  &c^  is  transposed  to 
the  general  tenses  and  the  other  formations  of  the  word. 
Of  iy(h  the  6  remains  ;  of  iyo,  i ;  and  of  c^o,  uya^  6  :  the 
third  conjugation,   however,  uses  y  (:={);  e,g.  future  pen* 
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FORMATION  OF  THE  TENSES. 

PRESISNT. 

507.   The  Present  requires   no   formal  designation,  but 
is  sufficiently  pointed  out  by  this,  that  no  other   relation 


The  foUmoing  Note  formed  the  Preface  to  the  Fourth  Part  qfthe  German 

Edition^  and,  being  too  important  to  be  omitted^  ie  inserted  in  the  present 

form,  in  order  to  avoii  an  interruption  qfthe  text. 

This  Part  contains  a  section  of  the  Comparative  Grammar,  the  most 
important  fundamental  principles  of  which  were  published  twenty - 
six  years  ago  in  my  Conjugation  System  of  the  Sanscrit,  Greek,  Latin, 
Persian,  and  German,  and  have,  since  then,  been  almost  universally  ac- 
knowledged as  just.  No  one,  perhaps,  now  doubts  any  longer  regarding 
the  original  identity  of  the  abovementioned  languages,  with  which,  in  the 
present  work,  are  associated  also  the  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic ;  while, 
since  the  appearance  of  the  Third  Part,  I  have  devoted  a  distinct  Treatise 
to  the  Celtic  language,*  and  have  endeavoured,  in  a  Work  which  has  re- 
cently  appeared,  to  prove  an  original  relationship  between  the  Malay-Po- 
lynesian idioms,  also,  and  the  Sanscrit  stem.  But  even  so  early  as  in 
my  System  of  Conjugation,  the  establishment  of  a  connection  of  languages 
was  not  so  much  a  final  object  with  me,  as  the  means  of  penetrating, 
into  the  secrets  of  lingual  development,  since  languages,  which  were  origi- 
nally one,  but  during  thousands  of  years  have  been  guided  by  their  own  in- 
dividual destiny,  mutually  clear  up  and  complete  one  another,  inasmuch  as 
one  in  this  place,  another  in  that,  has  preserved  the  original  oiganiza- 
tion  in  a  more  healthy  and  sound  condition.  A  principal  result  of  the 
inquiry  instituted  in  my  System  of  Conjugation  was  the  following : — ^that 
many  grammatical  forms,  in  the  construction  of  verbs,  are  explained  by 
auxiliary  verbs,  which  are  supposed  to  have  attached  themselves  to 
them,  and  which,  in  some  measure,  give  to  the  individual  languages 
a  peculiar  appearance,  and  seem  to  confirm  the  idea,  that  new  gram- 
matical forms  were  developed,  in  the  later  periods  of  the  history 
of  languages,  from  newly-created  matter;   while,  on  closer  inspection. 


*  Id  the  TtansactioDS  of  the  Phil.  Historical  CI.  of  the  Aeademj  of  Belles  Lettres  for 
the  year  1836.  The  separate  Edition  of  my  IVeatise  is  oot  of  print,  and  a  new  Edition 
will  be  struck  off  hereafter,  to  complete  this  Comparative  Grammar. 
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of   time,   post    or    future,    has   a   sonant   representative. 
Hence,  in  Sanscrit  and  its  cog;nate  languages,  there  occurs, 


we  find  nothing  in  their  poeaesBion  but  what  they  had  from  the 
first,  though  at  times  its  application  is  new.  Thns  the  Latin,  in  com- 
parison with  the  Greek,  which  is  so  doeely  allied  to  it,  shews,  in  the 
forms  of  its  tenses  and  moods  in  ton,  5o,  m,  renty  and  rim^  an  aspect  which 
is  completely  strange.  These  terminations,  however,  as  has  been  long 
since  shewn,  are  nothing  else  than  the  primitive  roots  of  the  verb  ^  to  be," 
common  to  all  the  members  of  the  Indo-Eoropean  fiimily  of  langoages, 
and  of  which  one  has  for  its  radical  consonant  a  labia],  the  other  a  sibilant 
which  is  easily  converted  into  r :  it  is,  therefore,  not  snrpriang,  that  bam 
presents  a  great  resemblance  to  the  Sanscrit  ahhavam  and  Lithuanian 
buwai^  ^'  I  was"  (see  §.  522.)  ;  while  forms  like  amaho^  through  their  final 
portion,  stand  in  remarkable  agreement  with  the  Anglo-Saxon  heo  and 
Camiolan  &0m,  '^  I  shall  be"  (see  §.  662.,  &c.),  and  border  on  the  Irish 
dialect  of  the  Celtic  in  this  respect,  that  here  also  the  labial  root  of  '*  to 
be,"  forms  an  elementary  part  of  verbs  implying  futurity  (see  §.  256.). 

In  the  Latin  conjunctives,  as  amem^  amis,  and  futures,  as  legam^  legU^ 
I  have  already,  through  the  medium  of  the  Sanscrit,  perceived  an  analogy 
with  the  Greek  optatives  and  German  conjunctives,  and  designated,  as  ex- 
ponent of  the  relation  of  mood  or  time,  an  auxiliary  verb,  which  signifies 
*'  to  wish,"  ^*  to  will,"  and  the  root  of  which  is,  in  Sanscrit,  f,  which  here, 
as  in  Latin  and  Old  High  German,  is  contracted  with  a  preceding  a  to  /, 
but  in  Greek,  with  the  a  which  is  corrupted  to  o,  forms  the  diphthong  m. 
Thns  we  meet  with  the  Sanscrit  }ihari9^  the  Old  High  German  Viri%y  the 
Latin  yer/9,  the  Gothic  6airat«,  the  Zend  barSis,  and  the  Greek  ^poK,  as 
forms  radically  and  inflexionally  connected,  which  excite  real  surprise  by 
the  wonderful  fidelity  with  which  the  original  type  has  been  preserved  in 
so  many  languages  which  have  been,  from  time  immemorial,  distinct  from 
one  another.  In  particular,  the  mood,  which,  in  §§.672.  713m  I  have 
largely  discussed,  may  be  regarded  as  one  of  the  lustrous  points  of  the  com- 
mon grammar  of  the  members  of  the  Indo-European  languages.  All  the 
idioms  of  this  giant  family  of  languages,  as  far  as  they  are  collected  in  this 
book,  share  therein  under  different  names.  In  Sclavonic,  Lithuanian,  Let- 
tish, and  Old  Prussian,  it  is  the  imperative  in  which  we  re-discover  the 
mood  called,  in  Sanscrit  grammar,  the  potential  and  precative ;  and  it  is 
most  remarkable  how  closely  the  Camiolan,  as  spoken  at  this  day,  ap- 
proximates, in  this  point,  to  the  Sanscrit,  which  has  so  long  been  a  dead 
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in  the  present,  only  the  combination  of  Personal  termina- 
tions«  and,  indeed,  of  the  primary  ones,  with  the  root,  or. 


language.  In  order  to  set  this  m  a  dear  point  of  yiew,  I  hare,  at  §.711. 
(last  example),  contrasted  two  verbs  of  the  same  signification  in  the  two 
languages,  and  in  them  written  the  Sanscrit  diphthong  i  from  a?  accord- 
ing to  its  etymological  value. 

Where  difierenoes  exist  in  the  languages  here  discussed,  they  frequently 
rest  on  universal  euphonic  laws,  and  therefore  cease  to  be  differences. 
Thus,  in  the  paradigm  just  mentioned,  the  Camiolan  has  lost,  in  the  three 
persons  singular  of  the  imperative,  the  personal  termination,  while  the 
dual  and  plural  stand  in  the  most  perfect  accordance  with  the  Sanscrit. 
The  abbreviation  in  the  singular,  however,  rests  on  the  euphonic  law 
which  has  compelled  the  Sclavonic  languages,  at  least  in  polysyllabic 
words,  to  drop  all  original  final  consonants  (see  §.  255.  /.).  According  to 
this  principle,  in  Camiolan,  ddj  (=i/dt),  thrice  repeated,  corresponds  to 
the  Latin  dem,  dSs^  del  (from  daim^  daUy  dait)^  while  in  the  present  ddmi»' 
more  full  than  doy  and  dd^  as  full  as  daiy  because,  that  is  to  say,  in  the 
present  the  pronominal  consonants  originally  had  an  •  after  them.* 

The  German  languages  have  renounced  the  association  of  the  roots  of 
the  verb  "  to  be."  They  are  wanting  in  futures  like  the  Sanscrit  dd^ 
sydmiy  Greek  dunrw,  and  Lithuanian  dusuj  and  also  those  with  the  labial 
root  of  "  to  be,"  which  furnish  the  Latin  dabOy  and  Irish  futures  like  meal- 
fa-mar,  "  we  will  deceive,"  and  Lithuanian  conjunctives  as  dutum4rimey 
daremtu  (see  §.  685.).  German  is  wanting,  too,  in  preterites  like  the  Sen- 
BCTit  adik-thamy  Greek  ^decic-o-a,  and  Latin  dic-H  (see  §.555.);  to  which 
belong  the  Sclavonic  tenses  like  da-chy  ^  I  gave,"  dachomy  "  we  gave,"  the 
guttural  of  which  we  have  derived  from  a  sibilant.t  On  the  other  hand, 
the  German  idioms,  by  annexing  an  auxiliary  verb  signifying  ^'  to  do," 
have  gained  the  appearance  of  a  new  inflexion.  In  this  sense  I  have 
already,  in  my  System  of  Conjugation,  taken  the  Gothic  plurals  like 
s6kididum  and  conjunctives  as  sSkididyau  {**  I  would  make  to  seek") ;  and 
subsequently,  in  agreement  with  F.  Grimm,  I  have  extended  the  auxiliary 
verb  just  mentioned  also  to  the  singular  Indicative  96kiday  and  our  forma 
like  9uchte,  (See  §§.  620.  &c.)  I  think,  too,  I  have  discovered  the  same 
auxiliary  in  the  Sclavonic  future  bvidiiy  **  I  will  be"  (^  I  make  to  be"),  and 


*  Saoscrit  dadami,  daddsit  daddii,  on  Mrhich  the  Oarniolao  ddm  (for  dadm)t  dd-A, 
dd,  is  bMed,  see  p.  673. 
t  See  ^.  2*5.  m..  &c. 
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instead  of  the  root,  such  an  extension  of  it,  as,  in  the 
special  tenses,  falls  to   the   class  of  conjugation,  to  which 

in  the  imperative  bUdi  (properly  ''make  to  be");  moreover,  in  iduy  **  I 
go"  (''make  to  go/'  see  §.  633.) ;  and  finally,  in  the  Greek  passive  aorists 
in  Bfjv  (see  §.  630.) ;  for  the  auxiliary  verb  to  which  our  tfiitn  answers, 
which  has  been  treated  of  minutely  at  §.  428.,  &c.,  signifies,  both  in  San- 
acrit  and  Zend, "  to  place,"  and  "to  make";  and  the  Old  Saxon  dgda^  "  I 
made,"  resembles  surprisingly  the  Zend  reduplicated  preterite  dadha  (see 
§.639.).  It  is,  however,  remarkable,  that  those  Sanscrit  classes  of  verbs, 
to  which,  as  I  tliink,  I  have  proved  our  weak  conjugation  answers,  always 
paraphrase  that  preterite  which  is  the  foundation  of  our  German  tense 
(the  reduplicated  or  perfect),  either  by  an  auxiliary  verb  signifying  "  to 
do,"  ^^  to  make,"  or  by  a  verb  substantive.  Here,  therefore,  as  in  so 
many  other  things,  the  apparently  peculiar  direction  which  the  German 
languages  have  taken,  was  in  a  great  measure  pointed  out  to  them  by 
their  old  Asiatic  sister. 

I  cannot,  however,  express  myself  with  sufficient  strength  in  guarding 
against  the  misapprehension  of  supposing  that  I  wish  to  accord  to  the 
Sanscrit  universally  the  distinction  of  having  preserved  its  original  charac* 
ter:  I  have,  on. the  contrary,  oi^en  noticed,  in  the  earlier  portions  of  this 
work,  and  also  in  my  System  of  Conjugation,  and  in  the  Annals  of  Orien- 
tal Literature  for  the  year  1820,  that  the  Sanscrit  has,  in  many  points, 
experienced  alterations  where  one  or  other  of  the  European  sister  idioms 
has  moro  truly  transmitted  to  us  the  original  form.  Thus  it  is  undoubt- 
edly in  accordance  with  a  true  rotention  of  the  original  condition  of  the 
language  that  the  Lithuanian  diewas^  ''  Grod,"  and  all  similar  forms,  keep 
their  nominative  sign  s  before  all  following  initial  letters,  while  the  Sanscrit 
divas^  which  answers  to  the  aboveroentioned  cftetMW,  becomes  either  divah, 
or  div6^  or  dfva^  according  to  the  initial  sound  which  follows,  or  a  pause  ; 
and  this  phenomenon  occurs  in  all  other  forms  in  m.  The  modem  Lithu- 
anian  is,  moreover,  more  primitive  and  perfect  than  the  Sanscrit  in  this 
point  also,  that  in  its  e«M,  "  thou  art,"  it  has,  in  common  with  the  Doric 
wvt,  preserved  the  necessary  double  «,  of  which  one  belongs  to  the  root,  the 
other  to  the  personal  termination,  while  the  Sanscrit  ati  has  lost  one :  also 
in  this  point,  that  the  forms  e^me,  "we  are,"  este^  "ye  are,"  in  common 
with  the  Greek  evftiv^  errcf  have  retained  the  radical  vowel,  which  has  been 
softened  in  the  Sanscrit  «iimm,  sthaa  (see  §.  480.).  The  Latin  erant  and  bant 
of  amabant^  &c.,  surpass  the  Sanscrit  dsan  and  abhavan^  "  they  were,"  as 
also  the  Greek  fo-ciy  and  [f^v,  by  retaining  the  /,  which  belongs  to  the 
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it  belongs  (§.  109*.  49a  &c.)      Compare,  for  the  first  conju- 
fi:ation    (§.  493.).    the    Sanscrit    ^fTf«l  vahdmu    "  I    drive/' 


third  person ;  and/erefu  and  the  Zend  baraha  are  in  advance  of  the  San- 
scrit bharan  and  Greek  <l>9pmvt  by  their  keeping  the  nonunative  sign ;  as 
also  the  Lithuanian  wezans  (wexaa),  in  common  with  the  Zend  vazasw  and 
Latin  wfhena,  put  to  shame,  in  this  respect,  the  Sanscrit  vahan.  It  is,  in 
fact,  remarkable  that  seyeral  languages,  which  are  still  spoken,  retain 
here  and  there  the  forms  of  the  primitive  world  of  knguages,  which  seve- 
ral of  their  older  sisters  have  lost  thousands  of  years  ago.  The  superiority 
of  the  Camiolan  ddm  to  the  Latin  do  has  been  mentioned  before ;  but  all 
other  Camiolan  verbs  have  the  same  superiority  over  all  other  Latin  verbs^ 
with  the  exception  of  sum  and  inqtiam,  as  also  over  the  Greek  verbs,  as 
the  Camiolan,  and,  in  common  with  it,  the  Irish,  have  in  all  forms  of  thd 
present  preserved  the  chief  element  of  the  original  termination  mi.  It  is^ 
too,  a  phenomenon  in  the  history  of  languages,  which  should  be  specially 
noticed,  that  among  the  Indian  daughters  of  the  Sanscrit,  as  in  general 
among  its  living  Asiatic  and  Polynesian  relations,  not  one  language  can, 
in  respect  of  grammatical  Sanscrit  analogies,  compare  with  the  more  per- 
fect idioms  of  our  quarter  of  the  globe.  The  Persian  has,  indeed,  retained 
the  old  personal  terminations  with  tolerable  accuracy,  but,  in  disadvan^ 
tageous  comparison  with  the  Lithuanian  and  Camiolan,  has  lost  the  dnalf 
and  preserved  scarce  any  thing  of  the  ancient  manner  of  formation  of  the 
tenses  and  moods ;  and  the  old  case  terminations,  which  remain  almost 
entire  in  the  Lithuanian,  and  of  which  the  Classical  and  German  lan- 
guages retain  a  great  part,  the  Celtic  somewhat,  have  completely  vanished 
in  Persian,  only  that  its  plurals  in  an  bear  the  same  resemblance  to  the 
Sanscrit  plural  accusatives,  that  the  Spanish  in  os  and  a«  do  to  the  Latin ; 
and  also  the  neuter  plurals  in  Aa,  as  I  believe  I  have  shewn,  stand  con- 
nected with  the  old  system  of  declension  (see  §.  241.).  And  in  the  correct 
retention  of  individual  words  the  Persian  is  often  &r  behind  the  Eu- 
ropean sisters  of  the  Sanscrit;  for  while  in  expressing  the  number 
^*  three"  the  European  languages,  as  far  as  they  belong  to  the  Sanscrit, 
have  all  preserved  both  the  T  sound  (as  ^,  M,  or  d)  and  also  the  r,  the 
Persian  sih  is  further  removed  from  the  ancient  form  than  the  Tahitic 
tcru  (euphonic  for  Iru),  The  Persian  chehar  or  cMvy  ^*four,"  also,  is  in- 
ferior to  the  Lithuanian  keturiy  Russian  chetyre^  Gothic  fldv6r^  Welch 
pedwar^  and  even  to  the  e^fatrd  of  Madagascar. 

No  one  will  dispute  the  relation  of  the  Bengali  to  the  Sanscrit ;  but  it 
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"carry,'    with  the  verbs  which  correspond   to  it  in  the 

cognate  idioms.    (Regarding  e^^o),  and  the  Lithuanian  wSzu, 
see  §.  442.  Rem.  3  and  4.). 


has  completely  altered  the  grammatical  system,  and  thus,  in  this  respect, 
resembles  the  Sanscrit  infinitely  less  than  the  majority  of  European  lan- 
guages. And  ss  r^;ards  the  lexicon,  too,  the  Bengali  resembles  the  above- 
mentioned  Language  far  less  than  its  European  sisters,  in  such  words,  for 
instance,  as  have  gone  through  the  process  of  fermentation  in  a  language 
which  has  newly  arisen  from  the  ruins  of  an  old  one,  and  have  not  been 
FB'drawn  from  the  Sanscrit  at  a  comparatiyely  recent  period,  without  the 
slightest  alteration,  or  only  with  a  trifling  modification  in  their  pronunci- 
ation. We  will  take  as  an  example  the  word  schwester^  ''sister":  this 
German  word  resembles  the  Sanscrit  svasdr*  far  more  than  the  Bengali 
bohini;'\  our  bruder,  also,  is  more  like  the  Sanscrit  bhrdtar  than  the 
effeminate  Beng&li  Md7,  and  our  tochter  is  infinitely  closer  to  the  Sanscrit 
duhUar  than  the  Bengali  jhi.  Our  expressions  voter  and  mutter  cor- 
respond far  better  to  the  Sanscrit  pUar  (from  patar)  and  mdtar  than 
the  Bengali  bap  or  baba  |  and  md.  Our  drei,  adit,  and  neun,  are  more 
similar  to  the  Sanscrit  tri,  ashtdn  (from  aktdn),  naffarif  than  the  Bengali 
tin,  dt,  nay.  Our  gieben  has  retained  only  the  labial  of  the  pt  of  the  San- 
scrit mptan;  the  Beng&li  edt  only  the  7*  sound,  and  dropped  entirely  the 
termination  an.  In  general  it  appears  that  in  warm  regions  languages, 
when  they  have  once  burst  the  old  grammatics!  chain,  hasten  to  their 
down&Il  ^th  a  fiir  more  rapid  step  than  under  our  milder  European  sun. 
But  if  the  Bengili  and  other  new  Indian  idioms  have  really  laid  aside  their 
old  grammatical  dress,  and  partly  put  <m  a  new  one,  and  in  their  forms  of 
words  experienced  mutilation  almost  everywhere,  in  the  beginning,  or  in  the 
middle,  or  at  the  end,  no  one  need  object  if  I  assert  the  same  of  the  Malay- 
Polynesian  languages,  and  refer  them  to  the  Sanscrit  fjamily,  because  I 


*  This,  and  not  sviuri,  is  the  tnie  theme;  the  Dominatiye  is  nxud^  the  accusative 
spotdrani,  Tbb  word,  as  Pott  also  conjectnres,  has  lost,  after  the  second  «,  a  t,  which 
has  heen  retained  in  sereral  European  langoages. 

t  The  initial  t  u  rejected,  and  the  second  corrapted  to  h.  Hie  Sanscrit  v  is,  in  Ben- 
gali, legolarlj  pronoonoed  as  b,  and  a  like  o.  As  regards  the  termination  uH,  I  look 
upon  the  t  as  an  interposed  ootganctive  vowel,  and  the  »  as  a  corraption  of  r,  as  in  the 
nomeral  tin,  **  three."  Properly  speaking  bohiiU  presupposes  a  Sanscrit  svatri  (from 
§oa-9tr{). 

t  In  mj  opinion,  a  reduplication  of  the  initial  syllable  pa. 
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SANSCRIT. 

wih-a-ti, 
vah-a-thay 


SINGULAR. 

ZBND.  GREEK.  LATIN.  OOTHIC.         LITH.  OLDSCLAT. 

«MJ-a-mi,      ?x-»-'»      w*-«'»  vig'a'\    toftr  «,*      t»?-ii.« 

vag-a-hi^       iTx-ei-et,"   «*-♦-#/  ©i^-t-*,'  ii»*-l,»       vei-e-^i. 

DUAL. 

vig-St^^    wez-a-fca^wi-e-va. 

vax-a-thS'i    ^-e^rov,' wg-^-U^  ioeg-aAa^  vei-eUa. 

vaz-a-tS^       ex-«-Tov,^ ve^-eta. 

PLURAL. 

vaz-a4ha^      ex-e-re,     ve/i-i-/i«,^  vigilh^^wezaU^  vez-tte. 

vaz-if-ntiy     lfx"o-"^'»  «cfc-M-n/,  vig-a-nd,  .  .  .  .«     f?c{-i2/y.'» 


have  found  in  them  a  pervading  relationship  in  namerals  and  pronouns, 
and,  moreover,  in  a  considerable  number  of  other^common  words.* 

Philology  would  ill  perform  its  office  if  it  accorded  an  original  identity 
only  to  those  idioms  in  which  the  mutual  points  of  resemblanoe  appear 
ever}'where  palpable  and  striking,  as,  for  instance,  between  the  Sanscrit 
daddmif  the  Greek  iiiU^fUf  Lithuanian  dumi,  and  Old  Sclavonic  damy. 
Most  European  languages,  in  fact,  do  not  need  proof  of  their  relationship 
to  the  Sanscrit;  for  they  themselves  shew  it  by  their  forms,  which,  in 
part,  are  but  very  little  changed.  But  that  which  remained  for 
philology  to  do,  and  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  the  utmost  of  my 
ability  to  effect,  was  to  trace,  on  one  hand,  the  resemblances  into  the  most 
retired  comer  of  the  construction  of  language,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  refer  the  greater  or  less  discrepancies  to  laws  through 
which  they  became  possible  or  necessary.  It  is,  however,  of  itself  evident, 
that  there  may  exist  languages,  which,  in  the  interval  of  thousands  of 
years  in  which  they  have  been  separated  from  the  sources  whence  tliey 
arose,  have,  in  a  great  measure,  so  altered  the  forms  of  words,  that  it  is  no 
longer  practicable  to  refer  them  to  the  mother  dialect,  if  it  be  still  existing 
and  known.  Such  languages  may  be  regarded  as  independent,  and  the 
people  who  speak  them  may  be  considered  Autodithones.  But  where,  in 
two  languages,  or  families  of  languages,  resemblances,  which  are  perfectly 


*  See  my  Pamphlet "  On  the  Connection  of  the  Malaj-Poljuesian  Languages  with  the 
Indo-Enropean  ;*'  as  also  my  own  notice  of  the  «ame  in  the  Ann.  of  Lit.  Crii  (March 
1842);  and  compare  L.  Dierenbacb's  jadicioos  review,  I.e.  May  1842. 
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1  Respecting  the  lengthening  of  the  claas  yowel  see  §.  434.  '  Wezit 

from  ujez-o-m  for  wez-a-m,  as  in  Old  Sclavonic  BE^y  vei-u  from  vei-o-m : 
see  §§.  255.  g.  and  436.  The  full  Lithoanian  termination  is  mi,  and^the 
Old  Sclavonic  my  (§.  436.).  '  See  §.  448.  ^  In  Latin  the  weak- 

ening of  the  a  of  the  middle  syllable  to  i  pervades  nearly  throughout ; 
but,  in  Gothic,  occurs  only  before  s  and  th  final :  see  §§.  67. 109  a.  1. 
^  WeZ't  for  vez^a-i  from  vez-a^i,  compare  es-H^  ^'  thou  art":  see  §.  448., 
where  we  should  read  toozr-fxt,  wezate  for  toezei,  wdsete.  The  Old  Prussian 
has  everywhere  retained  the  sibilant,  and  employs  se  or  <ei,  and  H,  as  the 
personal  termination;  as  drufD-e-se,  ''thou  believest"  (compare  Sanscrit 
dhruxMy  "firm,"  "certain"),  cfa-w,  "thou  givest,"  waU^dytei,  "thou 
kno west,"  giw-a-ui  (for ^'to-a-M), "  thou  livest," = Sans.  Jivasu  ^  From 
vig-a-vas,  see  §.  441.  i  From  ^-e-ro^,  see  §.  97.  ®  Is  supplied 

by  the  singular.  ^  Vazdmahi  is  founded  on  the  Veda  form  vahdmasi, 

see  §. 439.  ^^  See  §. 458.  *>  From  vexo-rUyy  see  §. 255.^. 

• 

evident,  or  may  be  recognised  through  the  known  laws  by  which  corrup- 
tions arise,  crowd  together  into  the  narrow  and  confined  space  of  particular 
classes  of  words,  as  is  the  case  in  the  Malay- Polynesian  languages  in 
relation  to  the  Indo-European, in  the  numerals  and  pronouns;  and  where 
moreover,  we  find,  in  all  spheres  of  ideas,  words  which  resemble  one 
another  in  the  degree  that  the  Madagascar  sakai,  "friends,"  does  the 
Sanscrit  MtftMf  y  the  Madagasc.  mica,  "cloud,"  the  Sanscrit  m£gha;  the 
New  Zealand  rdkau, "  tree,"  the  Prakrit  rukkha  ;  the  New  Zealand  pdkau, 
"wing,"  the  Sanscrit  paksha;  the  Tagalia  paa,  "foot,"  the  Sanscrit 
pdda;  the  Tahitian  ruy^  "night,"  the  Prakrit  riSi;  the  Tongian  dho, 
"day,"  the  Sanscrit  dh6;  the  Tongian  oaAca,  "ship,**  the  ^asiacni plavaka ; 
the  Tongian y^u,  "to  sail  in  a  ship,"  the  Sanscrit  p&ztu,  "ship**;  the 
Tongian/u/u/tt,  "  to  wash,"  the  Sanscrit  plu  (d-plu) ;  the  Tongian  hamo^ 
"wish,"  the  Sanscrit  kdma;  the  Malay  putih  and  Madagasc.  futn^ 
"white,"  the  Sanscrit /nito,  "puro";*— there,  certainly,  we  have  ground 
for  being  convinced  of  a  historical  connection  between  the  twofamilies 
of  languages. 

If  it  were  desired,  in  settling  the  relation  of  languages,  to  start  from  a 
n^ative  point  of  view,  and  to  declare  such  languages,  or  groups  of  lan- 
guages, not  related,  which,  when  compared  with  one  another,  present  a 


*  Obserre  the  freqaent  ooincidenoe  in  Madagasc.  and  Tongian  with  the  GennaB 
laws  of  eaphonj,  of  which  more  is  to  be  iband  in  mj  Pamphlet  on  the  Malay -PolToesian 
Languages,  p.  5  and  Rem.  13. 

3  A 
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506.  In  the  Sanscrit  first  conjugation  the  verb 
finrrfil  tishthdmi,  "  I  stand/''  deserves  particular  notice.  It 
proceeds  from  the  root  dhd,  and  belongs  properly  to  the 
third  class,  which  receives  reduplication  (§.  109*.  3.) ;  but 
is  distinguished  from  it  by  this  anomalous  character,  that 
it  shortens  its  radical   d  in   the   special  tenses,*  and  also 


*  Where  naturally,  in  the  first  person,  this  shortened  a  is,  according  to 
§.  434.,  a^in  lengthened. 


large  number  of  words  and  forms,  which  appear  to  be  peculiar,  then 
we  must  not  only  detach  the  Malay-Polynesian  languages  fronv  the 
Sanscrit  stem,  but  also  separate  them  from  one  another  —  the  Mada- 
gascar and  South-Sea  languages  from  the  acknowledged  affinity  with 
the  Tagalis,  Malay,  and  Javanese,  which  has  been  so  methodically 
and  skilfully  demonstrated  by  W.  yon  Humboldt ;  and  in  like  manner 
divide  the  Latin  from  the  Greek  and  Sanscrit ;  and  the  Greek,  German, 
Sclavonic,  Lettish  Lithuanian,  Celtic,  must  be  allowed  to  be  so  many 
independent,  unconnected  potentates  of  the  lingual  world ;  and  the  coin- 
cidences, which  the  many  members  of  the  Indo-European  lingual  chain 
mutually  offer,  must  be  declared  to  have  originated  casually  or  by  subse- 
quent commixture. 

I  believe,  however,  that  the  apparent  verbal  resemblances  of  kindred 
idioms,  exclusive  of  the  influences  of  strange  languages,  arise  either 
from  this,  that  each  individual  member,  or  each  more  conjQned  circle  of  a 
great  stem  of  languages,  has,  from  the  period  of  identity,  preserved  words 
and  forms  which  have  been  lost  by  the  others ;  or  from  this,  that  where, 
in  a  word,  both  form  and  signification  have  undeigone  considerable 
alteration,  a  sure  agreement  with  the  sister  words  of  the  kindred  lan- 
guages is  no  longer  possible.  Tliat,  however,  the  signification,  as 
well  as  the  form,  alters  in  the  course  of  time,  we  learn  even  from  the 
comparison  of  the  new  German  with  the  earlier  conditions  of  our  mother- 
language.  Why  should  not  far  more  considerable  changes  in  idea  have 
arisen  in  the  far-longer  period  of  time  which  divides  the  European  lan- 
guages from  the  Sanscrit  ?  I  believe  that  eveiy  genuine  radical  word, 
whether  German,  Greek,  y)r  Roman,  proceeds  from  the  original  matrix, 
although  the  threads  by  which  it  is  retraced  are  found  by  us  at  times  cat 
oflFor  invisible.     For  instance,  in  the  so-called  strong  conjugation  of  the 
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in  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  ^here  a  short  a  should 
stand,  it  weakens  this,  the  gravest  of  the  vowels,  to  that 
which  is  the  lightest,  i ;  hence,  e.  g.  in  the  second  and  third 
person  singular,  tishtha-si,  tishthortif  for  tasthd-si,  tasthd-tU 
as  might  be  expected  according  to  the  analogy  of  dadd-si, 
dadd'tu  As  the  shortened  a  of  sthd  in  the  conjugation  is 
treated  exactly  like  the  class  vowel  of  the  first  conjugation, 
this  verb,  therefore,  and  ghrd,  "  to  smell,"'  which  follows 
its  analogy,  is  included  by  the  native  grammarians  in  the 


German  one  would  expect  nothing  exclusively  German,  but  only  what 
has  been  handed  down  and  transmitted  from  the  primitive  source.  We 
are  able,  however,  to  connect  with  certainty  but  very  few  roots  of  the 
strong  verbs  with  the  Indian.  While,  e.  g.^  the  Sanscrit,  Zend,  Greek, 
Latin,  Lithuanian,  Lettish,  and  Sclavonic  agree  in  the  idea  of  "giving"' 
in  a  root,  of  which  the  original  form,  preserved  in  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend, 
is  da,  the  German  gab  throws  us  into  perplexity  as  regards  its  comparison 
with  its  sisters.  But  if  we  would  assume  that  this  verb  originally 
signified  **  to  take,"  and  has  received  the  causal  meaning  (''  to  make  to 
take,"  t. e.  ''to  give*'),  as  the  Sanscrit  tishthdmi  and  Zend  histdmi,  in 
Greek  Imifu,  has  arrived,  from  the  meaning  of  "standing,"  at  that  of 
"  taking":  we  might  then  trace  gab  to  the  Veda  grabh,  and  assume  that 
the  r  has  been  lost,  although  this  root  has  remained  in  German  also,  in  a 
truer  form  and  meaning,  only  that  the  a  has  %eea  weakened  to  t  (Gothic 
greipa^  graip^  gripum). 

I  have  altered  the  plan  proposed  in  the  Pre&ce  to  the  First  Fart 
(p.  xvii.),  of  devoting  a  separate  work  to  the  formation  of  words  and  com- 
parison of  them,  and  to  refer  thither  also  ihe  participles,  conjunctions, 
and  prepositions,  for  this  reason,  that  I  intend  to  treat  in  the  present  work, 
with  all  possible  conciseness,  the  comparative  doctrine  of  the  formation  of 
words,  and  will  also  discuss  the  coincidences  of  the  various  members  of  the 
Indo-European  stem  of  languages,  which  appear  in  the  conjunctions  and 
prepositions.  For  this  object  a  Fifth  Number  will  be  requisite.  The 
present  Fourth  Number  will  conclude  the  formation  of  the  tenses  and 
moods ;  but  a  little  remains  to  be  added  regarding  the  mood  which  is  called 
Lit  in  the  Zend  and  Veda  dialects,  as  also  the  imperative,  which,  for  the 
rest,  is  distmguished  only  by  its  personal  terminations,  which  have  been 
already  discussed  in  the  Third  Part. 

3  A  2 
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first  class ;  so  that,  according  to  them,  we  should  have  to 
divide  tishth-a-n,  tishth-a-tU  and  regard  tishth  as  a  substitute 
for  shtha.  I  consider  the  occasion  of  the  double  weakening, 
which  the  roots  sthd  and  ghrd  undergo  in  the  syllable  of  repe- 
tition and  of  the  base,  to  be  in  the  two  consonants  conjoined 
with  it,  which  give  to  the  syllable  of  repetition  a  length  by 
position ;  for  which  reason,  in  order  that  the  whole  should 
not  appear  too  un wieldly,  the  vowel  weight  of  the  syllable 
of  reduplication  is  lessened,  and  the  length  of  the  base 
syllable  is  shortened.  The  Zend  histahU  "  thou  standest,^^ 
histatU  "  he  stands,"  &c.,  follow  the  same  principle ;  and 
it  is  important  to  remark,  that  the  Latin  sistis,  sistit,  sis- 
timus,  sistitis,  on  account  of  the  root  being  incumbered 
with  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  has  weakened  the 
radical  d  of  std-re  to  i,  and  apparently  introduced  the 
verb  into  the  third  conjugation.  I  say  apparently, 
because  the  essence  of  the  third  conjugation  consists  in 
this,  that  an  i,  which  is  not  radical,  is  inserted  between 
the  root  and  the  personal  termination ;  but  the  i  of  sisti-s, 
&c.,  like  the  a  of  the  Sanscrit  tistha-si,  belongs  to  the 
root.  The  Greek  timj-fu  has  so  far  maintained  itself  upon 
an  older  footing,  that  it  has  not  given  to  the  syllable  of 
reduplication,  or  to  the  consonants  which  unite  it,  an 
influence  on  the  long  vowel  of  the  radical  syllable,  but 
admits  of  the  shortening  of  this  vowel  only  through  the 
operation  of  the  gravity  of  the  personal  terminations ; 
thus,  before  the  grave  terminations  of  the  plural  numbers, 
and  of  the  entire  middle,  according  to  the  analogy  of 
J/5a)/x/,  &c.  (see  §.  480.  &c.).  With  respect  to  the  kind  of 
reduplication  which  occurs  in  the  Sanscrit  tishthdmi,  and 
of  which  more  hereafter,  I  must  notice  preliminarily  the 
Latin  testis,  which  is  the  reverse  case  of  steti,  as  I  believe 
testis  is  to  be  regarded  as  one  who  stands  for  any 
thing. 

509.   The  Sanscrit,  and  all  its  cognate  dialects,  have  two 
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roots  for  the  verb  substantive,  of  which  the  one,  which  is, 
in  Sanscrit,  ^  bhu,  in  Zend,  jli  bu,  belongs  to  the  first  con- 
jugation, and,  indeed,  to  the  first  class,  and  assumes,  there- 
fore, in  the   special  tenses,  a  class-vowel  a>  and  augments 
the    radical  vowel  by  guna  ;   while  the   other,  viz.  ^i^  cw, 
falls  to  the  second  conjugation,  and,  in  fact,  to  the  second 
class.      These  two  roots,  in   all  the    Indo-European   lan- 
guages, except  in  the  Greek,  where  4>Y  has  entirely  lost 
the  signification    "to  be,"'    are    so  far  mutually  complete, 
that  bhuj  buj  have   remained  perfect  in  the   Sanscrit  and 
Zend  (as  far  as  the  latter  can  be  quoted) ;    but  as,  on  the 
contrary,   in  its  isolated   condition,   is   used   only  in  the 
special  tenses.       In  Lithuanian,  the   root   which   answers 
to  (»  is  only  used  in  the  present   indicative,  and  in  the 
participle  present;    just  as  in   the   Sclavonic,   where  the 
present  of  the  gerund  is,  according  to  its  origin,  identical 
with  the  participle  present      The  Gothic  forms  from  as, 
the  a  of  which  it  weakens  to   £,  its  whole  present  indica- 
tive and  conjunctive,  only  that  there  is  attached  to  it  a 
further  apparent  root  SIY,  which,  however,  in  like  manner, 
proceeds  from  ^B^  as.      The  root  bhu,  in  Gothic,  does  not 
refer  at  all  to  the  idea  of  "  to  be " ;    but  from  it  proceeds, 
I  have  no  doubt,  the  causal  verb  banxi,  **  I  build "'  (second 
person  banais),  which  I  derive,  like  the  Latin  facio,  from 
HR^Vrfir  bhdmydmU   "  I   make  to  be  "  (§.  19.).      The  High 
German    has  also   preserved  remains  of  the  root  bhu  in 
the  sense  of  "  to  be " :   hence  proceed,  in  the  Old  High 
Grerman,  the  first  and  second  person  of  the  singular  and 
plural,  while  the  third  persons  id  and  sind  (which  latter 
form  is  now,  in  the  shape  of  sind,  erroneously  transferred 
to  the  first  person)  answer  to  ^Bftj  asti,  Bftf  santi.      For 
the    rest,  from  iv;^^  as  also  proceeds   the    conjugation   si 
(Sanscrit  ^in«^  sydm,  "  I  may  be '"),  and  the  infinitive  sin. 
Moreover,   also,   the    Sanscrit   root   vas,   "  to  dwell/'  has 
raised   itself,  in  German,   to  the  dignity  of  the  verb  sub- 
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stantive,  since,  indeed,  in  Gothic,  the  present  visa  (weak- 
ened from  fxisa,  see  §.  109*.  1.)  signifies  only  "to  remain ;" 
but  the  preterite  vaSf  and  its  conjugation  visyau  (our  war, 
ware),  the  infinitive  17^71,  and  the  participle  present  vimindsy 
replace  the  forms  which  have  been,  from  ancient  time,  lost 
by  the   roots  expressing  the  idea  "  to  be."      It  may  be 
proper  to  mention   here,,  that  in   Sanscrit,  the  root  dhd, 
*'  to  stand,"  occasionally  receives  the  abstract  meaning  "  to 
be,"  and  so,,  in  a  measure,,  has  served  as  an  example  to 
the  Roman  languages,  which,  for  their  verb  substantive, 
employ,,  besides  the  Latin  roots,  i'Sv  and  FU,  also  ST  A. 
And  ds,  "  to  sit,"  also  occurs  in   Sanscrit,  in  the  sense  of 
the   verb   substantive;,   e.g.  Nal.  16.30.  JlWWPm '^^f^ gata- 
sattvd  (s)  ivadsati,  "like  senseless  are  they;"   Hitop.  44.  IL 
W^JT*^  Hnr^Tjrt  §«jfilHI*^  dddm  mdnasaitishtay^  sukritindmf 
"  let  it  be  (your  good  behaviour)?  to  gratify  the   spirit   of 
the  virtuous  ;"  Urv.  92. 8.   ^BTf^RH^   ^VTHT*^  wxr^  dyiwAmdn 
dstdfti  ayam,   "long-lived    may  this  man   be."      It  is  not 
improbable  that  the  verb   substantive   is   only  an  abbre- 
viation of  the  root  ds,   and  that  generally  the  abstract 
notion  of  "  being  "  is  in  no  language  the  original  idea  of 
any  verb  whatever.      The   abbreviation  of  d«  to    as,  and 
from  that  to  a  simple  »,  before  g^ve  terminations  (see 
§.  480.),  is  explained,  however,  in  the  verb  substantive,  very 
easily;   as,    from   its   being  worn  out  by  the   extremely 
frequent  use  made    of  it,  and  from   the  necessity  for  a 
verb,  which  is   so  much  employed,  and  universally  intro- 
duced, obtaining  a  light  and  facile  construction.      Frequent 
use  may,  however,  have  a  double  influence  on  the  form  of 
a  verb ; — in  the  first  place,  to  wear  it  put  and  simplify  it 
as.  much  as  possible;    and,  secondly,  to  maintain  in  con- 
stant   recollection   its   primitive   forms    of   inflexion,    by 
calling  them  perpetually  into  remembrance,  and  securing 
them  from  destruction.      Both  these  results  are  seen  in 
the  verb  substantive ;    for  in   Latin,   sum,  together  with 
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inquam,  are  the  only  verbs,  which  have  preserved  the  old 
personal  sign  in  the  present :  in  the  Gothic  and  English 
of  the  present  day,  im  and  am  are  the  only  forms  of  this 
kind ;  and  in  our  new  German,  6m  (from  bim)  and  sind 
are  the  only  forms  which  have  preserved  the  character  of 
the  first  person  singular  and  third  person  plural. 

510.  As  the  Sanscrit  root  bhu  belongs  i/6  the  first  conju- 
gation, we  shall  next  examine  its  coigugation  in  the 
present  As  belonging  to  the  first  class,  it  requires  Guna 
and  the  insertion  of  the  class  vowel  a  between  the  root 
and  the  personal  termination  (§.  109\  1.).  This  insertion 
of  the  a  occasions  the  bhd  {=ibhau),  for  euphonic  reasons, 
to  become  bhav,  in  which  form  the  root  appears  in  all  the 
persons  of  the  special  tenses.  By  this  bfuzv,  in  Zend  bav, 
the  Old  High  German  bit  (or  pir),  in  the  plural  bir-vrmSs, 
btr-vrt  obtains  very  satisfactory  explanation,  since,  as 
remarked  at  §.  20.,  and  as  has  since  been  confirmed,  in 
the  case  before  us,  by  Graff  (II.  325.),  the  semi-vowels  are 
often  interchanged ;  and,  for  example,  v  readily  becomes 
r  or  L*  The  u  of  bir-u-mis,  bir-u-t,  is  a  weakening  of  the 
old  a  (Vocalismus,  p.  227. 16.) ;  and  the  i  of  the  radical 
syllable  bir  rests  on.  the  weakening  of  that  vowel,  which 
occurs  very  often  elsewhere  (§  6.).  The  singular  should, 
according  to  the  analogy  of  the  plural,  be  birumf  birust 
birutf  but  has  rejected  the  second  syllable  ;  so  that  bim 
has  nearly  the  same  relation  to  the  Sanscrit  bhavdmi,  that, 
in  Latin,  malo  has  to  the  mavolot  which  was  to  have  been 
looked  for.  The  obsolete  conjunctive  forms  Juam,  fuas, 
fuat,  JuarUf  presuppose  an  indicative  fuOf  fuist  fuit,  &c., 
which  has  certainly  at  one  time  existed,  and,  in  essentials, 
has  the  same  relation  to  the  Sanscrit  bhavdmi,  bhavasi, 
bhavath  that  vehof  vehis,  vehUt  has  to  vahdmi,  vahasU  vahati. 


«  See,  also,  §.  409,  Rem.  t,  and  §.  447,  Rem.  6. 
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The  obsolete  form  fuvi  of  the  perfect,  which  is  found  with 
the  common  fm^  leads  us  from  /ico  to  favoy  in  as  fistr  as  the 
syllable  ti  oifuvi  is  not  declared  identical  with  the  vi  of 
amavi,  according  to  my  opinion,  but  its  v  regarded  as 
developed  from  u,  just  as,  in  the  Sanscrit  reduplicated 
preterite  w^  babhuva,  in  the  aorist  V^nn^  abhuvam,  and 
in  the  Lithuanian  preterite  buwau* 

The  full  conjugation  of  the  present  of  the  root  under 
discussion,  in  Sanscrit,  Zend,  Old  High  German,  and 
Greek,  is  as  follows : — 


SIN()ULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

ZEND.                             OLD  SCLAV. 

ORRFSK. 

bhav-d-mi, 

bnv-d-mi,            bi-m. 

bhav-a-si. 

bav-a-hi,             bis. 

ipv-€t-£. 

bhav-a-iif 

bav'^i'-ti,              .... 

DUAL. 

ipV'€'{r)i 

bhav-d-vas, 

..«..                .«.• 

•  •  •  . 

bhav'a-thas, 

bav^-thd  ?            .... 

^iJ-e-Tov. 

bhava-tds. 

bav-a-tdf               .... 

PLURAL. 

^v-e-Tov. 

bhav-d-mas, 

bav-d'fnahh        btr-u-miSf 

ffiU-0-fl€£. 

bhav-a-tha. 

bav^'thOf           bir-u-t. 

^y-e-T€. 

bhav-a-fdif 

bav^-^if             .  .  .  ' 

^V-O-VTt, 

611.  I  hold  it  to  be  unnecessary  to  further  annex 
an  example  of  the  second  conjugation  (that  in  fu  in  Greek), 
for   several   examples   have   been   given   already,   in    the 


*  Also  hist. 

t  The  forms  birint^  hirerU,  birrUy  and  birU^  which  occur  in  Notker  in 
the  second  person  plural,  I  consider  as  unoiganic  intruders  from  the  third 
person,  where  birint  would  answer  admirably  to  bhavarUi.  The  form 
hint  corresponds  in  its  abbreviation  to  the  singular  Wm,  his.  With  re- 
gard to  the  mutation  of  the  person,  notice  our  sind  of  the  first  person. 
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paragraphs,  which  treat  of  the  influeDce  of  the  gravity  of 
personal  terminations  on  the  preceding  root  or  class  syl- 
lable, to  which  we  here  refer  the  reader  (§.  480.  &c.).  We 
will  only  adduce  from  the  Grothic  the  verb  substantive  (as 
it  is  the  only  one  which  belongs  to  this  conjugation),  and 
contrast  its  present  with  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend  (compare 
p.  670) : — 

SINGUL/iR.  PLURAL. 

os-mf,      ah-mh      i-m.  s-mas,      h-mahU      siy-u-m. 

a-si,         a-hh         is.  s-tha,       s-that        siy-u-th. 

<is-ti,        CLS-tU       i'st>  s-a-ntif    k-enti,        s-i-nd. 

"  Remark  1. — ^It  is  evident  that  the  plural  forms  siy-u-m, 
siy^urth,  if  strictly  taken,  do  not  belong  to  this  place,  as 
the  personal  terminations  are  not  conjoined  direct  with  the 
root;  but  by  means  of  a  ti,  which  might  be  expected, 
also,  in  the  second  dual  person,  siyu-ts,  if  it  occurred,  and 
in  which  respect  those  forms  follow  the  analogy  of  the 
present  The  first  dual  person  which  actually  occurs  is 
siyiL*  As  regards  the  syllable  sny,  which  forms,  as  root, 
the  base  of  all  these  forms,  and  of  the  conjunctive  siy-au^ 
siy-ais.  Sec,  I  do  not  think,  that,  according  to  its  origin,  it 
is  to  be  distinguished  from  im  (of  which  the  radical  s  has 
been  lost)  and  sincL  To  sind  answei^  siy,  in  so  far  as  it 
likewise  has  lost  the  radical  vowel,  and  commences  with 
the  sibilant,  which  in  2^nd,  according  to  §.  5a,  has 
become  h.  With  regard  to  the  iy,  which  is  added,  I  think 
that  siy  stands  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  potential  sydm, 
so  that  to  the  semi-vowel  there  has  been  further 
prefixed  its  corresponding  vowel  i ;  for  the  Grothic,  as  it 
appears,  does  not  admit  of  a  y  after  an  initial  consonant ; 
hence  siyau  for  8yau=:VB(P\  sydm,  according  to  the  principle 


*  Regarding  the  deriyation  of  this  form  from  sv/'U-tm^  and  the  ground 
of  my  giving  the  long  u,  see  §.  441. 
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by  which,  from  the  numeral  base  thri,  "  three,"  comes  the 
genitive  thriyi  for  thry6  (§.  310.).  If,  therefore,  in  the 
form  sty,  properly  only  the  s  is  radical,  and  the  iy  ex- 
presses a  mood-relation,  still  the  language,  in  its  present 
state,  is  no  longer  conscious  of  this,  and  erroneously  treat- 
ing the  whole  siy  as  root,  adds  to  it,  in  the  conjunctive, 
the  class  vowel  a  (§.  109*.  I.),  with  which  a  new  i  is  united 
as  the  representative  of  the  mood  relation,  and,  in  the  in- 
dicative, the  vowel  u,  which  otherwise,  in  the  preterite, 
regularly  enters  between  the  root  and  personal  termina- 
tion." 

"  Remark  2. — ^That  in  the  Roman  languages,  also,  the 
weight  of  the  personal  terminations  exerts  an  influence 
on  the  preceding  radical  syllable,  and  that,  in  French, 
the  relation  of  tenons  to  tiens  rests  on  the  same  principle 
on  which,  in  Greek,  that  of  Stiofxev  to  SlSit^fjn  does,  is  already 
remarked  elsewhere^  The  third  person  plural»in  respect 
to  the  form  of  the  radical  vowel,  ranks  with  the  singular, 
since  it,  like  the  latter,  has  a  lighter  termination  than  the 
first  and  second  person  plural,  and  indeed,,  as  pronounced 
in  French,  none  at  all ;  hence,  tiennentf  answering  to  temmSf 
tenez.  Diez,  however,  differing  from  my  view  of  the  Ro«- 
man  terminating  sound  (ablavt),  has,  in  his  Grammar  of  the 
Roman  languages  (I.  p.  168),  based  the  vowel  difference  be- 
tween tiens  and  tenons  on  the  difference  of  the  accent  which 
exists,  in  Latin,  between  tSneo  and  tenemus.  But  it  is  not 
to  be  overlooked,  that,  in  the  third  conjugation  also, 
although,  qjjuBro  and  qucBrimus  have  the  same  accent, 
still,  in  Spanish,  querimos  is  used,  answering  to  quiero,  and, 
in  French,  acquerons,  answering  to  acquiers,  as  has  been 
already  remarked  by  Fuchs,  in  his  very  valuable  pamphlet, 
"Contributions  to  the  Examination  of  the   Roman  Lan- 


*  Berlin  Ann.,  Feb.  1827,  p.  261.   Vocalismns,  p.  16. 
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guages/'  p.  18.  It  may  be,  that  the  i  of  the  French  ^ais^ 
is  identical  with  the  %  of  the  Latin  Bwpw  ;  but,  even  then, 
the  dislodgement  of  this  i  in  savons  rests  on  the  same  law 
as  that  which  dislodged,  in  tenons^  the  i  prefixed  in  tiens ; 
as,  e.jjf.,  in  Sanscrit,  the  root  vai  rejects,  in  the  same 
places,  its  radical  a,  where  regular  verbs  of  the  same  class 
lay  aside  the  Guna  vowel  which  is  introduced  into  the 
root  before  light  terminations ;  thus,  ^V^pr^  usnuist  '*  we 
will,"  answering  to  ^fjpi  vasmi,  "  I  will,"  as,  in  French, 
savons  to  «iw.'' 

"  Remark  3. — I  cannot  ascribe  to  the  Guna  in  the  conjuga- 
tion of  the  Sanscrit  and  its  cognate  languages  a  grammatical 
meaning,  but  explain  it  as  proceeding  simply  from  a  disposi- 
tion to  fulness  of  form,  which  occasions  the  strengthening  of 
the  lighter  vowels  i  and  ti,  by,  as  it  were,  taking  them  under 
the  arm  by  prefixing  an  a,  while  the  a  itself,  as  it  is  the 
heaviest  vowel,  does  not  require  extraneous  help.     If  it  were 
desired,  with  Pott  (Etym.  Inq.  I.  60.),  to  find,  in  the  Guna 
of  the  present  and  imperfect,  an  expression  of  the  continuance 
of  an  action,  we  should  be  placed  in  the  same  difficulty  with 
him,  by  the  circumstance  that  the  Guna  is  not  restricted  to 
these  two  tenses,  but  in  verbs  with  the  lighter  base-vowels,  i 
and  u  accompanies  the  base  through  nearly  all  the  tenses  and 
moods,  not  only  in  Sanscrit,  but  also  in  its  European  cognate 
languages,  in  as  far  as  these  have  in  general  preserved  this 
kind  of  diphthongization ;  as  the  Greek  XeiW  and  <l>€vy<a 
cannot  any  more  be  divested  of  the  6  taken  into  the  roots 
Ain,  *yr,  only  that  the  e  in  \e\o/7ra  is  replaced  by  o;*  and 
that  the  aorists  e\nrov,  eil>vyov,  exhibit  the  pure  root,  which  I 
cannot  attribute  to  the  signification  of  this  aorist  (as  the  se- 
cond aorist  has  th^  same  meaning  as  the  first,  but  the  latter 
firmly  retains  the  Guna,  if  it  is  in  general  the  property  of 
the  verb),  but  to  the  circumstance  that  the  second  aorist  is 


t  E  and  o,  never  a,  are,  with  the  vowel  i,  the  representatives  of  the  San- 
scrit Guna  vowel  a,  see  Vocalimus,  pp.  7,  &c.,  198,  Sic. 
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for  the  most  part  prone  to  retain  the  original  form  of  the 
base»  and  hence  at  one  time  exhibits  a  lighter  vocalization 
than  the  other  tenses ;  at  another,  a  heavier  one,  as  erpcatow 
compared  with  erpe^^ra  and  erepvov.  In  this  disposition, 
therefore,  of  the  second  aorist  to  retain  the  true  state  of  the 
base,  the  difference  between  forms  like  e\nrop,  e^vyov,  enrxpy, 
and  the  imperfects  of  the  corresponding  verbs,  cannot  be 
sought  in  the  circumstance,  that  the  acticxi  in  the  aorist  is 
not  represented  as  one  of  duration ;  and  that,  on  the  con- 
trary, in  the  imperfect  and  present  the  continuance  is  sym- 
bolically represented  by  the  Guna.  In  general,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  language  feels  a  necessity  to  express  formally 
the  continuance  of  an  action,  because  it  is  self-evident  that 
every  action  and  every  sort  of  repose  requires  time,  and  that 
it  is  not  the  business  of  a  moment,  if  I  say  that  any  one  eats 
or  drinks,  sleeps  or  sits,  or  that  he  ate  or  drank,  slept  or  sat, 
at  the  time  that  this  or  that  action  occurred  regarding  which 
I  affirm  the  past  time.  I  cannot,  therefore,  assume,  with 
Pott,  that  the  circumstance  that  the  class-characteristics  oc- 
cur only  in  the  special  tenses  (t.  e.  in  the  present  and  imper- 
fect indicative,  and  in  the  moods  thereto  belonging),  is  to 
be  thence  explained,  that  here  a  continuance  is  to  be  ex- 
pressed. Why  should  the  Sanscrit  have  invented  nine  dif- 
ferent forms  as  symbols  of  continuance,  and,  among  its  ten 
classes  of  conjugations,  exhibit  one,  also,  which  is  devoid 
of  all  foreign  addition  ?  I  believe,  rather,  that  the  class 
augment  originally  extended  over  all  tenses,  but  subse- 
quently, yet  still  before  the  separation  of  languages,  was 
dislodged  from  certain  tenses,  the  construction  of  which  in- 
duced the  semi-vowel.  This  inducement  occurred  in  the 
aorist  (the  first,  which  is  most  frequently  used)  and  future, 
owing  to  the  annexation  of  the  verb  substantive ;  where- 
fore, dAsydmi  and  ^dxrcd  were  used  for  daddsydmi  and 
itSdcru) ;  and  in  the  perfect,  owing  to  the  reduplication  cha- 
racterising this  tense,  whence,  in  Greek,  the  form  ii- 
Setyfiou  must  have  gained  the  preference  over  the  SeietKWfiau 
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which  may  have  existed.  Observe  thcat,  in  Sanscrit,  the 
loading  the  root,  by  reduplication,  in  the  tenses  mentioned, 
has  occasioned,  even  in  the  second  person  plural  active, 
the  loss  of  the  personal  sign ;  so  that,  ^g^  dadrisa  corre- 
sponds to  the  Greek  SeSopK-a-re" 

512.  For  the  description  of  the  present  middle,  which,  in 
the  Greek,  appears  also  as  the  passive,  and  in  Gothic  as 
passive  alone,  it  is  sufficient  to  refer  back  to  the  disquisition 
of  the  middle  terminations  given  at  §§.  466.  &c.  It  might, 
however,  not  be  superfluous  to  contrast  here,  as  an  example  of 
the  first  conjugation,  the  Sanscrit  bhari  (for  bhar-d-mi)  with 
the  corresponding  fonns  of  the  cognate  languages ;  and,  for 
the  second,  to  annex  the  forms  of  the  Sanscrit  tan-v-i  (from 
tan-u-mi,  from  tan,  CI.  8.,  "to  extend,"  see  §.  109*.  4.). 


SINGULAR. 
SANSCRIT.  ZEND. 

bhar^  (from  bhar-d-mi  ^ ),  bair-i? 
bhar-a-s^,  bar-a-hS, 

bhar-a-tif  bwMii-U? 


OOTHIC. 
3 


DUAL. 


bhar-d'VaMf 

bhar'&hS,^ 

bhar-HM? 

bhar-d-mahij 

bhar-ordhvi? 

bkar-a-niS, 


GREEK. 

^p-o-fJLat, 

(0ep-€"O"ai),  bair-a-za^ 
^ep-e-raif     bair-arda.^ 

ifiep^'lieOov,  .... 
fpep-e-adov,^  .... 
....  Kfiep-e-cdov?  .... 

PLURAL. 

bar-d-maidh^,  fj>ep-crpLeOat  .  .  .  .' 
bar-a-dhw^?^  ^e/o-e-o-^e,'  .  .  .  ? 
bar^i-ntS,        (fyep-o^vrat,   bair-a-nda*^ 


«... 


*  See  §§.  467. 473.  ^  Regarding  the  at  of  the  root  see  §.  41. ;  and 

regarding  the  Gothic  &i  of  bairaza,  Scc.y  sec  §.  82.  '  This  is  replaced 

by  the  third  person.  *  The  terminations  za,  rfa,  nda^  are  abbreyia- 

tions  of  «at,  dai,  ndai,  see  §.  466.  Observe,  in  bair-a-za^  baira-da,  that 
the  conjnnctiye  yowel  is  preserved  in  its  original  form  (see  §.  466.  dose). 
^  Bharithe  and  hhariti  from  bhar-a-dthi,  bhar-oMe^  whence  bhardlhS, 
bharai^,  would  be  r^:alar ;  bat  in  this  place,  thronghout  the  whole  conju- 
gation,  the  &  has  been  weakened  to  S  (=o+f),  or  the  d  of  the  termina- 
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tion  has  become  i  or  I,  and  been  melted  down  with  the  class  vowel  a  to  /. 
Regarding  the  terminations  dthS^  dtSy  as  conjectural  abbreyiations  of  tdthi^ 
tdte%  or  sdthi^  svUiy  see  §§.  474. 475.  ^  See  §§.  474. 475.  ^  From 

hhar-aJniadhif  see  §.  472.  To  the  Zend  termination  maidhi  corresponds 
remarkably  the  Irish  termination  maoid;  e.  g.  in  dagk-a-maoid^  '^  we 
bum,"  =  Sanscrit  dah-d-mahSy  from  dah-d-madhi,  ^  Probably  from 

hhar-€t-ddhvi^  see  §§.  474. 475.  ^  The  termination  dhwS  can  be  de- 

duced with  tolerably  certainty  from  the  secondary  form  dhwifm;  see 
Bumouf 's  Ya9na,  Notes,  p.  xxxviii. 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

OREEK. 

ian-v-i  (from  fanru-m^). 

TOLV-WflOU. 

taU'U'shSy 

Tav-xMTat. 

tan-u-i^, 

DUAL. 

rav-xr-rai. 

« 

tan-u-vahSf 

rav-v-fjLeOov. 

tan-v-dthe, 

Tav'tr-trdov. 

tan-V'dtS, 

PLURAL. 

rdv-v-adov. 

tan-^-mahS  from  tan- 

u-madhS, 

Tav'V-fieda. 

tan-U'dhvS, 

rav-iMrde, 

ian-v-aie  from  tan-v-ante,* 

rav-v-vTat. 

"  Remark. — In  Zend,  we  expect,  if  tan  is  here  employed, 
according  to  the  same  class  of  conjugation,  for  the  second 
and  third  person  singular,  and  first  and  second  person 
plural,  the  forms  tan^ui-ii  (see  §§.  41.  52.),  tan-iii-tS 
(according  to  the  kere-nui-tS,  *  he  makes,'  which  actually 
occurs),  tan-u-maidhi,  tan-u-dhivi.  The  third  person 
plural  might  be  tan-v-aiti,  or  tan-v-ainU,  according  as  the 
nasal  is  rejected  or  not ;  for  that  the  Zend,  also,  admits 
of  the  rejection  of  the  nasal  in  places  where  this  is  the 
case  in  Sanscrit,  is  proved  by  the  forms  j^^as^^cjj 
senhaiti,  '  they  teach,'   medial    ^^jAsu'jgj}  senhaili,  corre- 


*  See  §§.  458. 459.    See  an  example  of  the  active  of  the  corresponding 
<;la8S  of  conjugation,  or  one  nearly  akin  to  it,  at  p.  680. 
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spending  to  the  Sanscrit  ^rnifw  idsati,  l^n^  idsati  (Bumouf, 
Yafna,  p.  48o).  In  the  Sanscrit,  also,  we  sometimes  find 
the  nasal  retained  in  the  middle  of  the  second  conjugation, 
e.g,  achinvarda  for  the  more  common  achinvata.  In  the 
first  person  singular  is  formed,  in  Zend,  from  §.  43.,  the 
form  tan-uyif  with  euphonic  y. 

THE  PRERERITE. 

513.  The  Sanscrit  has  for  the  expression  of  past  time 
the  forms  of  the  Greek  imperfect,  aorist,  and  perfect,  with- 
out, however,  like  the  Greek,  connecting  with  these  diffe- 
rent forms  degrees  of  meaning.  They  are,  in  Sanscrit, 
all,  without  distinction,  used  in  the  sense  of  the  Greek 
aorist  or  imperfect ;  but  the  reduplicated  preterite,  which 
corresponds  in  form  to  the  Greek  perfect,  most  frequently 
represents  the  aorist.  The  Sanscrit  is  entirely  deficient 
in  a  tense  exclusively  intended  to  express  the  completion  of 
an  action  :  none  of  the  three  forms  mentioned  is  used  chiefly 
for  this  object ;  and  I  do  not  remember  that  I  have  anywhere 
found  the  reduplicated  preterite  as  representative  of  the 
perfect.  When  the  completion  of  an  action  is  to  be  ex- 
pressed, we  most  commonly  find  the  active  expression 
changed  into  a  passive  one ;  and,  in  fact,  so  that  a  participle 
which,  in  form  and  signification,  corresponds  to  the  Latin  in 
tus,  is  combined  with  the  present  of  the  verb  substantive,  or 
the  latter  is  to  be  supplied,  as  in  general  the  verb  substan- 
tive, in  Sanscrit,  is  omitted  almost  everywhere,  where  it  can 
possibly  be  done.  Some  examples  may  appear  not  impro- 
perly annexed  here.  In  the  episode  of  the  Savitri*  it  should 
be  said  V.  19.  "Thou  hast  gone  as  far  as  thou  hadst  to  go,'" 
where  the  latter  words  are  expressed  by  gafan  ivayd  (gatan 


*  I  have  published  it  in  a  collection  of  episodes  entitled  "  Diluviam," 
&c.,  in  the  original  text,  and  in  the  German  translation  under  the  title 
"  Sundflut."  (Berlin,  by  F.  Dummler.) 


*  The  fourth  act  of  Urvasi  affords  very  frequent  occasion  for  the  use 
of  the  perfect,  as  the  King  Pumravas  on  all  sides  directs  the  question 
whether  any  one  has  seen  his  beloved  ?  This  question,  however,  is  never 
put  by  using  an  augmented  or  even  a  reduplicated  preterite,  but  always  by 
the  passive  participle,  or  the  formation  in  vat  derived  from  it.  So,  also, 
in  Nalus,  when  Damayanti  asks  if  any  one  lias  seen  her  spouse? 

t  The  Latin  divU  may  be  regarded  as  identical  with  dhanavaty  the  mid- 
die  syllable  being  dropped  and  compensated  for  by  lengthening  the  pre. 
ceding  vowel.  A  similar  rejection  of  a  syUable  has  at  one  time  occurred 
in  diticr^  ditisHmtu^  just  as  in  mah,  from  niaxwlo^  from  magigvolo.  Pott, 
on  the  contrary,  divides  thus,  div-it^  and  thus  brings  "  the  rich"  to  the 
Indian  '^  heaven,"  div^  to  which  also  Varro's  derivation  of  divus  in  a  cer- 
tain degree,  alludes,  as  divtu  and  deus  arc  akin  to  the  Sanscrit  d^va, 
"  God";  and  the  latter  like  div,  "heaven,"  springs  from  Ac,  "  to  slilne." 
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euphonic  for  gaiarnjf  "gone  by  thee**:  in  the  Nalus,  XII. 
29.»  for  "Hast  thou  seen  Nala"?  we  read  in  the  original 
kachchit  drishtaa  tvayd  Nald,  i.  e,  "  an  visus  a  te  Nalus^?  in 
Kalidasa^s  Urvasi  (by  Lenz,  p.  66)  <*  Hast  thou  stolen  her 
step"?  is  expressed  by  gatir  asyds  tvayd  hritd  ("the  way  of 
her  taken  by  thee'').  It  happens,  too,  not  unfrequently,  that 
the  completion  of  an  action  is  denoted  in  such  a  manner  that 
he  who  has  performed  an  action  is  designated  as  the  pos- 
sessor of  what  has  been  done ;  since,  TIK^T*^  ^iffR  uktavdn 
asmi,  literally  "dicto  pr<pditns  sum"  signifies  ** dictum  ha- 
beo^  "  I  have  said."  Thus  in  Urvasi  (1.  c.  p.  73)  the  question, 
"  Hast  thou  seen  my  beloved"?  is  expressed  by  apt  drishtavdn 
asi  mama  priydm,  Le.  "art  thou  having  seen  m.  b."?*  The 
modem  mode,  therefore,  of  expressing  the  completion  of 
an  action  was,  in  a  measure,  prepared  by  the  Sanscrit ; 
for  the  suffix  vat  (in  the  strong  cases  vant)  forms  pos- 
sessives  ;  and  I  consider  it  superfluous  to  assume,  with  the  \ 

Indian  grammarians,  a  primitive  suffix  tavat  for  active 
perfect  participles.  It  admits  of  no  doubt  whatever,  that 
^91!^  uktavat,  "  having  said,"  has  arisen  from  ukta ;  in 
the  same  way,  ^nnn^  dharuavatt  "  having  riches/'  "  rich," 
proceeds   from   dhanat   "riches."^       The  form    in    tavat. 


\ 
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although  apparently  created  expressly  for  the  perfect, 
occurs  sometimes,  also,  as  an  action  in  transition.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  neuter  verbs  the  Sanscrit  has  the 
advantage  of  being  able  to  use  the  participles  in  fo,  which 
are  properly  passive,  with  active,  and,  indeed,  with  a 
perfect  meaning ;  and  this  power  is  very  often  employed, 
while  the  passive  signification  in  the  said  participle  of 
verbs  neuter  is  limited,  as  in  the  above  example,  to  the 
singular  neuter  in  the  impersonal  constructions.  As  ex- 
ample of  the  active  perfect  meaning,  the  following  may 
serve,  Nalus  XII.  13. :  kva  nu  r^n  gold  it  (euphonic  for 
gataa  cwi),  *'  qijume,  rex!  prqfedus  e«?" 

514.  The  Sanscrit  is  entirely  devoid  of  a  form  for  the 
plusquam  perfect,  and  it  employs,  where  that  tense  might 
be  expected,  either  a  gerund  expressive  of  the  relation, 
"  after"  * — which,  where  allusion  is  made  to  a  future  time, 
is  replaced,  also,  by  the  future  absolute* — or  the  locative 
absolute,  in  sentences  like  apakrdrdi  noli  r^n  damayanti 
....  abudhyataf  "  after  Nalas  had  departed,  O  king  1  (pro- 

fedo  Nolo)  Damayanti  awoke."*^ 

515.  But  if  it  is  asked,  whether  the  Sanscrit  has,  from 
[he  oldest  antiquity,  employed  three  past  tenses  without 
syntactical  distinction,  and  uselessly  expended  its  formative 
power  in  producing  them  ;  or  whether  the  usage  of  the  lan- 
guage has,  in  the  course  of  time,  dropped  the  finer  degrees 
of  signification,  by  which  they  might,  as  in  Greek,  have 
been  originally  distinguished ;  I  think  I  must  decide  for 
the  latter  opinion :  for  as  the  forms  of  language  gradually 
wear  out  and  become  abraded,  so,  also,  are  meanings 
subjected  to  corruption  and  mutilation.       Thus,  the  San- 


*  Nal.  XL  26. :  dkrandamdndh  iohirutya  javind  'bhisasdra^  ^^flentem 
po9tquam  audiverat  (^ after  heaxingthe  weeping')  cum  velocitate  advenit" 

t  Nal.  X.  22. :  katham  buddhvd  bhavi^yati^ ''  how  will  she  feel  in  spirit, 
after  she  has  been  awakened  (after  awaking)  ?" 

3b 
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scrit  has  an  immense  number  of  verbs,  wliich  signify 
**  to  go,"  and  "  to  be,"'  the  employment  of  which  must  have 
been  originally  distinguished  by  the  difiference  in  the  kind 
of  motion  which  each  was  intended  to  express,  and  which 
are  still,  in  part,  so  distinguished.  I  have  already  noticed 
elsewhere,  that  the  Sanscrit  sarpdmi,  "  I  go,"'  must  have 
had  the  same  meaning  as  serpo  and  e/oTro),  because  the 
Indians,  like  the  Romans,  name  the  snake  from  this  verb 
(^R^  sarpa-s  ** serpens'"')*  If,  then,  the  nicer  significations  of 
each  one  of  the  three  forms  by  which,  in  Sanscrit,  the  past 
is  expressed,  gradually,  through  the  misuse  of  language, 
became  one,  so  that  each  merely  expressed  time  past,  I  am 
of  opinion,  that  it  was  originally  the  intention  of  the  redu- 
plicated preterite,  like  its  cognate  form  in  Greek,  to  express 
an  action  completed.  The  syllable  of  reduplication  only  im- 
plies an  intensity  of  the  idea,  and  gives  the  root  an  emphasis, 
which  is  regarded  by  the  spirit  of  the  language  as  the  type 
of  that  which  is  done,  completed,  in  contradistinction  to  that 
which  is  conceived  to  be  in  being,  and  which  has  not  yet 
arrived  at  an  end.  Both  in  sound  and  in  meaning  the  perfect 
is  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  intensive,  which  likewise  has 
a  reduplication,  that  here,  for  greater  emphasis,  further  re- 
ceives a  vowel  augment  by  Guna.  According  to  significa- 
tion, the  Sanscrit  intensive  is,  in  a  measure,  a  superlative 
of  the  verbal  idea;  for,  didtpya-mdna  means  *'very 
shining.*'     In  respect  of  form,  this  intensive  is  important 


*  I  believe  I  may  include  here  the  Grerman  root  slip^  sHf  (sdiJeifen) ; 
Old  High  German  slifu,  sleif,  slifumis;  English  "  I  slip."  We  should 
expect  in  Gothic  sieipa^  slaip^  slipum^  preserving  the  old  tenuis,  as  in  sl^pa 
==sv.ipimi^  "  I  sleep."  The  form  slip  is  founded  on  a  transposition  of  sarp 
to  srap.  The  transition  of  r  into  /,  and  the  weakening  of  the  a  to  t,  cannot 
surprise  us,  considering  the  very  usual  exchange  of  semi- vowels  with  one 
another,  and  the  by  no  means  unusual  phenomenon,  that  a  root  is  divided 
into  several,  by  diiFerent  coiTuptions  of  form.  We  may  include  here,  too, 
the  root  swip^  9wi/  (tchweifen) ;  Middle  High  German  wnfcy  swel/j  swifen. 
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for  compariaon  with  the  European  cognate  languages,  be- 
cause the  moods  which  spring  from  its  present  indicative 
afford,  as  it  were»  the  prototype  of  the  imperative  and 
the  optative  of  the  Greek  perfect,  and  of  the  German  con- 
junctive of  the  preterite;  compare  preliminarily  bdban- 
dhydm,  "I  much  wish  to  bind,"  with  the  Gothic  bundyau 
(from  baibundyau),  **  I  may  bind,"  and  the  imperfect  vdvagdhi 
(from  vach,  "to  speak ^'),  with  the  Greek  KeKpaexfit,  which  is 
connected  with  it  in  formation,  though  not  radically.  The 
first  augmented  preterite  of  this  intensive  comes,  in  respect 
to  form,  very  close  to  the  Greek  plusquam  perfect ;  compare 
atdtdpam,  plural  atStupma,  with  erervif^etv,  erervifieifiev.  As 
every  completed  action  is  also  past,  the  transition  of  the 
vocal  symbol  of  completion  approaches  very  closely  to  that 
of  the  past,  and  the  gradual  withdrawal  of  the  primary 
meaning  is  not  surprising,  as  we  must,  in  German  also, 
describe  the  completion  of  an  action  in  a  manner  already 
pointed  out  by  the  Sanscrit,  while  our  simple  preterite,  which 
is  akin  to  the  Greek  perfect,  and  which,  in  Gothic  also,  in  a 
certain  number  of  verbs,  has  preserved  the  reduplication, 
corresponds  in  meaning  to  the  Greek  imperfect  and  aorist. 

516.  As  regards  the  two  augmented  preterites,  which  ap- 
pear, in  Gh^ek,  as  imperfect  and  aorist,  there  is  no  occasion,  in 
the  form  by  which  they  are  distinguished  from  one  another, 
to  assume  a  primitive  intention  in  the  language  to  apply 
them  to  different  objects,  unless  such  aorists  as — in  Greek, 
eXnroi',  e^a>v,  contrasted  with  eKemov,  eiiSc^v,  in  Sanscrit, 
cJipam,*  adAm,  opposed  to  aUmpam,  adaddm — are  considered 
original,  and,  in  their  brevity  and  succintness,  contrasted 
with  the  cumbersomeness  of  the  imperfect,  a  hint  be  found, 


*  The  SanBcrit  root  lip  is  not  connected  with  the  Greek  ATIT,  but  means 
'^  to.  smear,"  and  to  it  belongs  the  Greek  XiVck,  aXeiifw.  fiat  alipam  stands 
so  far  in  the  same  relation  to  alvmpam  that  tKixw  does  to  ^Aeiirov,  that  it 
has  divested  itself  of  the  inserted  nasal,  as  Arrov  has  of  the  Gnna  vowel. 

3  b2 
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that  through  them  the  language  is  desirous  of  expressing 
such  actions  or  conditions  of  the  past,  as  appear  to  us 
momentary,  from  their  ranking  with  otlier  events,  or  for 
other  reasons.  It  might  then  be  said  that  the  language 
unburthens  itself  in  the  aorist  only  of  the  Guna  and 
other  class  characteristics,  because,  in  the  press  of  the 
circumstances  to  be  announced,  it  has  no  time  to  express 
them;  just  as,  in  Sanscrit,  in  the  second  person  singular 
imperative,  the  lighter  verbal  form  is  employed,  on  account 
of  the  haste  with  which  the  command  is  expressed,  and,  e.g. 
vid-dhif  "  know,**  yung-dhi,  "  bind,"  stands  opposed  to  the  first 
person  vMAni^  "let  me  know,"  yunajdni,  ''let  me  bind.** 
But  the  kind  of  aorist  just  mentioned  is,  both  in  San- 
scrit and  in  Greek,  proportionably  rarer,  and  the  with- 
drawing of  the  class  characteristics  extends,  in  both  lan- 
guages, not  to  the  aorist  alone,  and  in  both  this  tense 
appears,  for  the  most  part,  in  a  form  more  full  in  sound  than 
the  imperfect.  Compare,  in  Sanscrit,  adiksham  =  eSei^a 
with  the  imperfect  adisham,  which  bears  the  complete  form 
of  the  aorist  abovementioned.  In  the  sibilant  of  the  first 
aorist,  however,  I  cannot  recognise  that  element  of  sound, 
which  might  have  given  to  this  tense  its  peculiar  mean- 
ing ;  for  this  sibilant,  as  will  be  shewn  hereafter,  belongs 
to  the  verb  substantive,  which  might  be  expected  in  all 
tenses,  and  actually  occurs  in  several,  that,  in  their  signi- 
fication, present  no  point  of  coincidence.  But  if,  notwith- 
standing, in  Sanscrit,  or  at  the  time  of  the  identity  of  the 
Sanscrit  with  its  cognate  languages,  a  difierence  of  meaning 
existed  between  the  two  augmented  preterites,  we  are  com- 
pelled to  adopt  the  opinion,  that  the  language  began  very 
early  to  employ,  for  different  ends,  two  forms  which,  at  the 
period  of  formation,  had  the  same  signification,  and  to  at- 
tach finer  degrees  of  meaning  to  trifling,  immaterial  diffe- 
rences of  form.  It  is  requisite  to  observe  here,  that,  in  the 
history  of  languages,  the  case  not  unfrequently  occurs,  that 
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one  and  the  same  form  is,  in  the  lapse  of  time,  split  into 
several,  and  then  the  different  forms  are  applied  by  the  spirit 
of  the  language  to  different  ends.  Thus,  in  Sanscrit,  ddtd, 
from  the  base  ddtdr  (§.  144.),  means  both  "the  giver"  and 
••  he  that  will  give ";  but,  in  Latin,  this  one  form,  bearing 
two  different  meanings,  has  been  parted  into  two ;  of  which 
the  one,  which  is  modem  in  form,  and  has  arisen  from  the  old 
by  the  addition  of  an  u  {daiArus)^  has  assumed  to  itself  alone 
the  task  of  representing  a  future  participle ;  while  the  other, 
which  has  remained  more  true  to  the  original  type,  appears, 
like  the  kindred  Greek  iorrjp,  only  as  a  noun  agent 

THfi  IMPERFECT. 

517.  We  proceed  to  a  more  particular  description  of  the 
different  kinds  of  expression  for  past  time,  and  consider  next 
the  tense,  which  I  call  in  Sanscrit,  according  to  its  form,  the 
monoform  augmented  preterite,  in  contradistinction  to  that 
which  corresponds  in  form  to  the  Greek  aorist,  and  which  I 
term  the  multiform  preterite,  since  in  it  seven  different  for- 
mations may  be  perceived,  of  which  four  correspond,  more 
or  less,  to  the  Greek  first  aorist,  and  three  to  the  second. 
Here,  for  the  sake  of  brevity  and  uniformity,  the  appellations 
imperfect  and  aorist  may  be  retained  for  the  Sanscrit  also^ 
although  both  tenses  may  in  Sanscrit,  with  equal  propriety, 
be  named  imperfect  and  aorist,  since  they  both  in  common, 
and  together  with  the  reduplicated  preterite,  represent  at 
one  time  the  aorist,  at  another  the  imperfect     That,  which 
answers  in  form  to  the  Greek  imperfect,  receives,  like  the 
aorist,  the  prefix  of  an  a  to  express  the  past :  the  class  cha- 
racteristics are  retained,  and  the  personal  terminations  are 
the  more  obtuse  or  secondary  (§.  430.),  probably  on  account 
of  the  root  being  loaded  with  the  augment    This  exponent 
of  the  past  may  bear  the  same  name  in  Sanscrit  also.  In  Greek 
it  is  easily  recognised  in  the  e.    Thus,  in  the  first  conjugation, 
we  may  compare  atarp-artn,  "  I  delighted,*'  with  erefynov ;  in 


^34  VERBS. 

the  second,  adadd-m,  "  I  gave/'  with  eitSiav ;  astri-navam 
(see  §.  437.  Rem.),  "  I  strewed,'*  with  earop-w-v ;  and  alert- 
nd-m,  "  I  bought,"  with  eirep-va-v.  As  the  conjugation  of  the 
imperfect  of  the  three  last  mentioned  verbs  has  been  already 
given  (§§.  481.  485,  488.),  where  the  weight  of  the  personal 
terminations  is  considered,  I  shall  annex  here  the  complete 
one  of  atarp-a-m  and  erepir-o-v  only. 

SINGULAR.  DUAL. 

SANSCRIT.  GREEK.  SANSCRIT.  GREEK. 

atarp-a-m,*  erepTT'O-v,       atarp-d-vUf       

atarp-a-s,       erepit-e-^,       afarp-u-tam,     erepTr-e-^ov. 
atarp-a-i,       erejcwr— e(T)t  atarp-d-tdm,     eTepTr'e-rrjp, 

PLURAL. 

SANSCRIT.  GREEK. 

atarp-d-ma,  erepmop.ev. 
aiarp-a-ia,  erepTr-e-re. 
a/arp-a-Ti,t      erejoir-o-i/.t 

"  Remark. — In  the  Veda  dialect  the  /,  which,  according 
to  §.  461.,  has  been  lost  in  atarpan  for  atarpard,  has  been 
retained  under  the  protection  of  an  «,  which  begins  the 
following  word ;  thus,  in  the  Rig- Veda  (p.  99),  ^nft  "^^  ^W^ 
^rPlft'T  abh£  '^m  avanvant  svabhishtim,  "  iHum  colebarU  fausle 
offgredienlemy  According  to  the  same  principle,  in  the 
accusative  plural,  instead  of  the  ns,  to  he  expected  in  ac- 
cordance with  §§.  236.  239.,  of  which,  according  to  a  uni- 
versal law  of  sound,  only  n  has  remained,  we  find  in  the 
Veda  dialect  n/,  in  case  the  word  following  begins  with  s ; 
e,  g.  ^nEHPf^  ^  iHI  ^'ft^  asmAnt  su  tatra  chSdaya,  **  nos  bene  ibi 
dirige^"  (Rosen,  1.  c.  p.  13).  I  do  not  hesitate  to  consider 
the  t  of  asmAnt  as  the  euphonic  mutation  of  an  8,  as  also, 
under  other  circumstances,  one  s  before  another  *,  in  order 
to  make  itself  more   perceptible  in  pronunciation,  becomes 


*  See  §.  437.  Rem.  t  See  §.  4C1. 
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t ;  as  from  vas,  "  to  dwell,'"  comes  the  future  vat-sydmi  and 
the  aorist  avdl-sam.      The  original  accusative  termination 
in  its  appears  in  the  Vedas  also  as  nr,  and  indeed  in  bases 
in  i  and  u,  in  case  the  word  following  begins  with  a  vowel 
or  f/f  as,  in  general,  a  final  s,  after  vowels  other  than  a,  d 
becomes  r  before  all  sonant  letters.     Examples  of  plural 
accusatives  in  nr  (for  n  must  become  Anusvara  before  r,  as 
before  s)  are  Mf^  1|^«|4Ia«I  girinr  achuchyavitana,  "nubes  exci^ 
tote'*''  (J.  c.  p.  72) ;  i^  ^P^  fj^  1^  ^5?rf  Wftfiilt  TIT  I  'WT  tvam 
agnS  wmmr  iha  rudrdn  dditydn  uta  I  yajd,  "  tu  Agnis!   Va- 
lues hiCf  Kudras  cdque  AdUis  jSios  sacris  cole''''  (1.  c.  p.  85). 
Bases  in  a  have  lost  the  r  in  the  accusative  plural.    The 
circumstance,  however,  that  they  replace  the  n  of  the  com- 
mon accusative  terminations  with  Anusvara  (»),  as  in  ;^^ 
rudrdUf  ^nfl^  ddUydut  just  mentioned,  appears  to  me  to 
evince  that  they  likewise  terminated  originally  in  nr :  the  r 
has  been  dropped,  but  its  eflFect — the  change  of  n  into  n — ^has 
remained.     At  least  it  is  not  the  practice  in  the  Rig  Veda, 
particularly  after  a  long  d,  to  replace  a  final  n  with  Anusvara ; 
for  we  read,  1.  c  §.  219.,  flurry  vidvdn,  "  skilful,"  not  ftnrt 
vidvduy  although   a  v  follows,   before  which,  according  to 
Panini,  as  before  y,  r,  and  vowels  in  the  Veda  dialect,  the 
termination  dn  should  be  replaced  by  dn  (compare  Rosen, 
p.  IV.  2.) ;  a  rule  which  is  probably  taken  too  universally, 
and  should  properly  be  limited  to  the   accusative  plural 
(the  principal  case  where  dn  occurs),  where  the  Zend  also 
employs  an  n,  and  not  n  (§.  239.).     The  accusative  termi- 
nation nr  for  ns  is,  however,  explained  in  a  manner  but 
little  satisEsLctory,  by  Rosen,  in  his  very  valuable  edition 
of  a  part  of  the  Rig-Veda,  p.  XXXIX,  5. ;    and  the  t  men- 
tioned above  is  considered  by  the  Indian  grammarians  as 
an  euphonic  insertion  (Smaller  Sanscrit  Grammar,  §.  82  ^ 
82\  Rem.).      If,  however,  an  initial  s,  from  a  disposition 
towards  a  t  preceding,  has  such  influence  as  to  annex  that 
letter;  it  appears  to  me  far  more  natural  for  it  to  have  had 
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the  power   to   preserve  a  t,  which  actually  exists   in   the 
primitive  grammar,  or  to  change  an  s  into  that  letter. 

518.  The  Zend,  as  found  in  the  Zend  Avesta,  appears 
to  have  almost  entirely  given  up  the  augment,  at  least 
with  the  exception  of  the  aorist  mentioned  in  §.  469.,  and 
which  is  remarkable  in  more  than  one  respect,  xstf^y^j^h 
ururudhusha*  "thou  growest,*"  and  the  form  mentioned  by 
Burnouf  juvjau  ds,  "he  was,"  mam«>*^^  donhdf,  "he  would 
be'';^  I  have  found  no  instances,  which  can  be  relied 
upon,  of  its  retention,  unless,  perhaps,  f^^^^s^Mapathayen^ 
"they  went"  (Vend.  S.  p.  43,  Z.  4.),  must  pass  as  such; 
and  we  are  not  to  read,  as  might  be  conjectured,  in  place 
of  it  yg^^A)(^A5Q>A5  apathayen^  and  the  initial  vowel  is  the 
preposition  a,  which,  perhaps,  is  contained  in  some  other 
forms  also,  which  might  be  explained  by  the  augment. 
Thus,  perhaps,  in  the  first  Fargard  of  the  Vendidad,  the 
frequently-recurring  forms  (^ji)^/j^Qx^jaiO«/rd^/it{^re9an  (or 
frdthwaresem)t  "  I  made,"  "  I  formed,"  MA)^^^7|^^juaO«  frd- 
kerhdat,  may  be  distributed  into  fra  and  athtvere^kn  and 
akerentat  I,  however,  now  think  it  more  probable  that 
their  first  syllable  is  compounded  of  the  prepositions  yra 


*  The  initial  u  appears  to  have  been  fonned  from  a  by  the  assimila- 
ting influence  of  the  u  of  the  second  syllable.  I  shall  recur  to  this  aorist 
hereafter. 

t  Burnouf  (Yai^na,  p.  434)  proposes  .to  read  ^au  ai  for  jj^ma  ds.    But 

this  form,  also,  has  something  uncommon,  since  the  Veda  WT?  a#  (of 
which  hereafter)  would  lead  us  to  expect,  in  Zend,  ^,  as  a  final  Sanscrit 
^  «,  with  a  preceding  d,  regularly  becomes  do;  but  ^cm  o'  becomes  6  (see 
§.  56**.).  Without  the  augment  we  find,  in  the  Zend  Aveeta,  both  the  read- 
ing MM  as  and  juv^a)  a«,  although  otherwise  this  form  actually  belongs 
to  the  verb  substantive. 

X  Thus  we  should  read  instead  of  iC^As(3A>Q)A)  apathai^n;  compare  the 
Sanscrit  apanthayan^  '^  they  went,"  with  an  inserted  nasal.  'Exoreov  cor- 
responds in  Greek.  But  should  we  read  dpathayffn  for  apathayfyi  the  long 
d  would  not  be  the  augment,  but  the  preposition  d. 
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and  d.  The  combination  of  these  two  prepositions  is  very 
generally  used  in  the  Zend ;  as,  a>^^>a»^o«  frddaya^ 
"value"  (Vend.  S.  p.  124\  M^^»p^  ^^^juso^  frdmann 
hunvanhat  "prize  me"'  (Vend,  S.  p.  39),  where  the  prepo- 
sitions  are  separated  from  the  verb,  as  in  the  pas- 
sage, f^^y^ASC^)  M7xi»9)  MiM  y^^Afo)  ^^^9  AUO«  frd 
vayS  patann  Jrd  urvara  ucsyann,  "  aves  volent  arhores  cres- 
cant  '^  f  (Vend.  S.  p.  257),  and  in  mw)^^^A3jm  as^jjju^  jmsoA 
frd  zaita  hiayanvhxu  "wash  the  hands'"  (1.  c.  p.  457),  A 
form  which,  if  the  lithographed  codex  of  the  Vend.  S.  is 
correct,  might  appear  best  adapted  to  testify  to  the  exis- 
tence of  the  augment  in  Zend,  is  ^s^yj^^j^xsM)  maxayanhaf 
"  thou  wast  bom,"  a  word  which  is  remarkable  in  other 
respects  also  (see  §.  469.).  But  as  long  as  the  correctness 
of  the  reading  is  not  confirmed  by  other  MSS.,  or  gene- 
rally as  long  as  the  augment  is  not  more  fiilly  established 
in  Zend,  I  am  disposed  to  consider  the  vowel  which  stands 
between  the  preposition  and  the  root  as  simply  a  means  of 
conjunction ;  and  for  a  I  should  prefer  reading  i  or  e,  just 
as  in  ui'i'hida,  "stand  up"  (Vend.  S.  p. 458),  us^irhistatOf 
"stand  ye  up"  (1.  c.  p.  459),  ui-e-hUtaiti,  "he  stands  up." 


*  The  comparison  of  other  MSS.  must  decide  whether  the  accusative 
of  the  pronoon  is  rightly  conjoined  with  this.  Anquetil  renders  this  im- 
perative with  the  word  following,  |^c^9A)|^  khareteS^  on  account  of  the 
eating,  **of  the  nourishing,"  strangely  enough  by  "^m*  me  mange  en 
m'invoquatU  avec  ardeur"  as  he  also  translates  the  following  words, 
^(DJ^^j)  jyjiiA5()^A)^j)  (^^  J»J^M  aoivl  (=  ^jfif  abhi)  manm 
itaoma^ni  (itadmaini?)  ituidhi^  "extol  me  in  praise,"  by  "^mi  m  adresw 
humbiement  m  priereJ'  The  form  hunvaiiha  is  the  imperative  middle, 
where,  as  often  occurs,  the  character  of  the  first  class  is  added  to  that  of 
the  fifth. 

t  Patann^  "  volenti"  and  ucsyahn^  "  crescarU^  with  which  the  Greek 
trerofxat  and  our  Feder  and  wacKten  are  to  be  compared,  are  imperfects  of 
the  conjunctive  mood,  which,  with  this  tense,  always  combines  a  present 
signification. 
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But  a  also  occurs  in  this  verb,  inserted  as  a  conjunctive 
vowel  between  the  preposition  and  the  root ;  for,  p.  456, 
1.  18.,  we  read  m-^i-histata,  "  stand  up/'  I  would  there- 
fore, if  the  reading  ui^-za-yanhct,  "  thou  wast  bom,"  should 
prove  itself  from  the  majority  of  MSS.  to  be  genuine,  pre- 
fer, nevertheless,  regarding  the  a  as  a  conjunctive  vowel, 
rather  than  as  the  augment. 

519.  The  following  examples  may  throw  sufficient  light 
on  the  conjugation  for  the  first  class  of  the  Zend  imper- 
fect active,  which  admits  of  tolerably  copious  citation : 
^f^lK^  uzbar-e-^Th  "I  brought  forward ""  (Vend.  S.  p. 493); 
^^^M^<^JM^\  frdthwares-e-m  or  firdthwerei'e'm,  "  I  created**' 
(1.  c.  117,  &c.);  ^»MMf^M^JMMfrddaiia/Sm,  "  I  shewed^'"  from 
frddaii-ayi-m  =  Sanscrit  HI^^IMH,  prddis-ayatrif  "  I  caused 
to  shew "  (see  §.  42.) ;  fradaSi-ayd,  **  thou  shewest''  (l.  c. 
p.  123);  ^»/g7g3  kere-nvd,  "  HiovL  didst  make'';*  i»A5jjf7fQ) 
perU^'t,  "  he  asked,"  ==  W^^Ki(  aprichchh^a-t  (1.  c.  p.  123) ; 
M»^ii  bava-ft  "  he  was,"  ^swrni^abhatha-t  (p.  125);  i»a549a»^ 
jdi-a-tf  "  he  came,"  =  ^BHTW?^  agachchh-^-t  "  he  went;" 
a5(am^9uU^  j^jasq)  paiti  ianhrd-ma,  "  we  spoke"  "^  (pp.  493, 494, 
repeatedly)  =  l|ii|!(illl^  praiyasansdma ;  f^^^  anhen,  "they 
were"  (p.  1(»3  erroneously  anhin)  =  ^BTPff*^  d«an.  I  am  not 
able  to  quote  the  second  person  plural,  but  there  can  be 
no  uncertainty  regarding  its  form,  and  from  tLsihistataf 
"  stand  ye  up,"  we  may  infer,  also,  usihistaicz,  "  ye  stood 
up,"  since,  in  Sanscrit  as  in  Greek,  the  imperative  in  the 
second  person  plural  is  only  distinguished  from  the  im- 
perfect by  the  omission  of  the  augment.  Examples  of 
the  second  conjugation  are,  ^y<gj^  dadhan-^fnt  "  I  placed" 
"I   made"  (Vend.  S.  p.  116)   =^n;[ini^  adadhd-m,    eridij-v; 


*  For  kfrSnads:  there  is,  that  is  to  say,  as  often  happens,  the  character 
of  the  first  class  added  to  the  class  character,  which  is  already  present ;  as 
though,  in  Greek,  edecK-yu-e-r  were  said  for  e^^eU-vv-^, 

t  Anquctil  renders  this  " je  ^yiens  de  vous  parler." 
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^IfjJ^  mroAm*  "I  spoke''  (p.  123);  jj^x!)^  mrad-s,  "thou 
spokest ''  (p.  226),  m4ias%  mradty  *'  he  spoke" ;  occurs  very 
often;  i^^-wyj^fj  kere-nao-t,  "he  made"  (p.  135).  In  the 
plural  I  conjecture  the  forms  omrA-fnat  afnri2-<a= Sanscrit 
abrurvuh  abru-ta;  and  kere'na'maf  Jpere-nurta,  like  such  Greek 
forms  as  ecroprvxr-fiev,  earop-vv^e  =  Sanscrit  ctsfri-nthtna, 
astri-nu'tcu  The  third  person  plural  does  not  admit  of 
being  traced  with  the  same  certainty. 

520.  With  respect  to  the  use  of  the  imperfect  it  deserves 
to  be  remarked,  that,  in  Zend,  this  tense  is  very  frequently 
employed  as  the  conjunctive  of  the  present,  and  that  the 
reduplicated  preterite  also  occasionally  occurs  in  the  same 
sense.  In  such  cases,  the  past  appears  to  be  regarded  from  its 
negative  side  as  denying  the  actual  present,  and  to  be  thus 
adapted  to  denote  the  conjunctive,  which  is  likewise  devoid 
of  reality.  Here  belongs  the  phenomenon,  that,  in  Zend, 
the  conjunctive,  even  where  it  is  actually  formally  ex- 
pressed, far  more  frequently  expresses  the  present  by  the 
imperfect  than  by  the  present ;  and  that,  in  Sanscrit,  the 
conditional  is  furnished  with  the  augment ;  and  that,  also, 
in  German  and  Latin,  the  conditional  relation  is  expressed 
by  past  tenses.  Examples  of  the  Zend  imperfect  indica- 
tive with  the  sense  of  the  present  conjunctive  are,  a9^a»o^ 
f2^^^9^^  fracha  Icererden,  "they  may  cut  to  pieces,'' s: San- 
serit  "V^Kirt^  akrintan  (Vend.  S.  p.  233) ;  f^^  JO^Asy  ju)(^  as^ 
AM9  as^ju^am)  dva  vd  nara  anken  pancha  vd,  "  there  may  be 
either  two  persons  or  five";  am»a>7oau  mas^juu   JJ«jC^  y&d 


*  This  form  is  based  on  the  Sanscrit  dbravanty  for  which  abruvam:  the 
contraction  in  Zend  is  similar  to  that  of  Jf[^myavam^  ^oryzam^"  to  ( J^AS^^ 
yaom.    Regarding  the  exchange  of  b  with  m  in  mra6m  see  §.  63. 

t  These  two  persons  pre-snppose,  in  Sanscrit,  abro^^  ahrS-t^  for  which 
fune  used,  with  irregular  insertion  of  a  conjonctivc  vowel  f,  abrav-S'S, 
abrav4-t. 
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yi 


anhat  dthravd,  "if  it  is  a  priest'*'';*  ^(en^^^As^jo^MAs^yj^  jjjo 
gzi  anhat  rathaSstdo,  "  if  it  is  a  warrior  (stander  in  a  car) "; 
^i^^lViy**^  r»A>«»3jii  -JJ«jC^  y^zi  anhat  vdstryS^  *'  if  it  is  a 
cultivator";  ajq)jj  r»xs\yys  -S^-C^  V^^  anhat  spd,  "if  it  is  a 
dog"*'  (1.  c.  p.  230,  231) ;  ^^  Asy^As^^^As^  /i^^^  •5^-CL 
(^^^A)^As7  yizi  vasen  nmzdayasna  zanm  raddhayanm,^  "  if 
the  worshippers  of  Ormuzd  would  cultivate  the  earth 
(make  to  grow)"  (p.  198).  It  is  clear,  that  in  most  of  the 
examples  the  conjunction  ySzi  has  introduced  the  imper- 
fect in. the  sense  of  a  conjunctive  present,  for  this  conjunc- 
tion loves  to  use  a  mood  which  is  not  indicative,  whether 
it  he  the  potential,  the  conjunctive,  or,  as  in  the  passages 
quoted,  the  imperfect  of  the  indicative,  as  the  representative 
of  the  conjunctive  present.  However,  the  indicative  present 
often  occurs  after  yizi  (Vend.  S.  pp.  263,  &c.  yhi  paiti- 
jaiaiti) ;  where,  however,  the  reduplicated  preterite  stands 
beside  this  conditional  particle,  there  it  is  clear  that  the 
past  is  regarded,  as  in  the  imperfect,  as  the  symbol  of 
non-actuality,  and  invested  with  a  modal  application.  Thus 
we  read  in  the  second  Fargard  of  the  Vendidad  (by  Ols- 

hausen,  p.  12),  gd^v»^  f^-^f  ^i-^JC^  -^H^^  -S**'C^  V^  ^^ 
yima  ndit  vivisS,  "if  thou,  Yima !  obeyest  me  not";  and 
in  the  sixth  Fargard,  a5»as^^^  -JS**C^  V^^  tiUafxi,  "  if  he 
can,"  or  "if  they  can,"  "if  it  is  possible" — according  to 
Anquetil,  ** si  on  le  pent'''';  Vend.  S.  p.  12,  joioxil^  -S^^-CL 
A»juv3JiiAs^^  y^zi  thwA  didwzisa,  "  if  he  hates  thee,"  according 
to  Anquetil  "  si  Thomme  wus  irriteJ*'' 

521.  If  we  now  turn  to  the  European  cognate  languages, 
it  is  remarkable  that  the  Lithuanian,  Sclavonic,  and 
German,   which  appear*  in  a  measure,   as  twins  in  the 


*  R^;ardiDg  the  termination  of  anhat  more  will  be  said  hereafter, 
t  Thus  I  read  for  C^AA^o^A)?  raodhtfakm^  for  which,  p.  179,  occurs, 
with  two  other  faults,  f^^^ys^xa!)  raddayhi. 
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great  family  of  languages,  which  occupies  our  attention, 
diverge  from  one  another  in  respect  to  the  past,  and  have 
so  divided  the  store  of  Sanscrit-Zend  past  forms,  that 
that  of  the  imperfect  has  fallen  to  the  lot  of  the  Lithu- 
anian, and  the  Sclavonic  has  taken  the  aorist,  and,  in  fact, 
the  first  aorist,  while  the  German  has  rceived  the  form 
of  the  Greek  perfect.  The  augment,  however,  has  been 
dropped  by  the  Lithuanian  and  Sclavonic  and  the  Gothic 
has  retained  the  reduplication  only  in  a  small  number  of 
verbs,  while  in  German  it  lies  concealed  in  forms  like 
hiess,  lief,  fieU  of  which  hereafter. 

522.  As  the  imperfect  now  engages  our  attention,  we 
must,  for  the  present,  leave  the  Sclavonic  and  German 
unnoticed,  and  first  bestow  our  notice  on  that  Lithuanian 
preterite,  which  is  called,  by  Ruhig,  the  perfect.  It 
might,  with  equal  propriety,  be  termed  imperfect  or 
aorist,  as  it,  at  the  same  time,  simultaneously  represents 
these  two  tenses ;  and  its  use  as  a  perfect  is  properly  a 
misuse ;  as,  also,  in  the  Lettish,  which  is  so  nearly  allied, 
this  tense  is  actually  called  the  imperfect,  and  the  perfect 
is  denoted  by  a  participle  perfect,  with  the  present  of 
the  verb  substantive ;  eg.  es  sinnayu,  "  I  did  know,'^  es 
esmu  sinnayis  "I  have  known  (been  having  knowledge)."*' 
That  the  Lithuanian  preterite  answers  to  the  imperfect, 
and  not  to  the  second  aorist,  is  clear  from  this,  that  it 
retains  the  class  characteristics  given  up  by  the  aorist ; 
for  buiDOMf  "I  was,"  or  "have  been,"  answers  to  the 
Sanscrit  mf^  abhavam  and  Greek  eipuov,  and,  in  the 
plural,  buw-fO-me,  to  the  Zend  baty-d-maf  Sanscrit  abhav-d-ma, 
Greek  e^t^-o-ftev,  not  to  the  aorist  W^  abhu'tnaf  etpv-fiev ; 
although,  if  necessary,  the  first  person  singular  buivau 
might  be  compared  with  ^r^[^  abhuvanif  to  which,  on 
account  of  the  u  of  the  first  syllable,  it  appears  to  approach 
more  closely  than  to  the  imperfect  abhavam.  I  believe, 
however,  that  the  Lithuanian  u  of  buioau  is  a  weakening 
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of  a ;  and  I  recognise  in  this  form  one  of  the  fairest 
and  truest  transmissions  from  the  mythic  age  of  our 
history  of  languages ;  for  which  reason  it  may  be  proper 
to  annex  the  full  conjugation  of  this  tense  of  the  verb, 
and  to  contrast  with  it  the  corresponding  forms  of  the 
cognate  languages,  to  which  I  also  add  the  Latin  6am,  as 
I  consider  forms  like  amabanh  dacebanh  See,  as  compounded, 
and  their  bam  to  be  identical  with  the  Sanscrit  abhavam, 
to  which  it  has  just  the  relation  which  malo  has  to  vnavdo, 
or  that  the  Old  High  Grerman  bim^  "  I  am.'"  has  to  its 
plural  birumis,  from  bivumis  (see  §.  20.). 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT.                        ZK.VD. 

LITH. 

LATIN. 

OREBK. 

abhav-a-m,     badm  from  6av-e-m  ?  buvy-a-^. 

'ba-m, 

e^v-o-i/. 

abhav-a-8,      bav-S, 

bmo-a-h 

-M-s, 

e0i/-e-9. 

abhav-a-f,      bav-a-t. 

buw-o, 

DUAL. 

"ba^t. 

itpv-e-ir). 

abhav-d-vd,     .... 

buVMMVOf 

... 

•      .     •      a 

abhav-a'tam,  bav-a-tem  ? 

bHw-a-iih 

... 

€0lJ-€-TOK 

abhav-a-tAmy  bav-a-tanm  ? 

like  Sing. 

PLURAL. 

a      a      . 

eipv-e^rriv^ 

abhav-d-mas  bav-d-ma, 

buw-o-me^ 

"bd-mus, 

€(fw-0-fl€V. 

abhatMi-4hat  bav-a-ta. 

b&w-o-tet 

'bd-tis. 

€ipO-e-T€. 

abhav-a-Uy        .... 

like  Sing. 

'ba-ntf 

1  From  buw-a-m :  see  §.  438 

>  See  §.  620 

. 

>  Bavai-cha^ 

"  eratque'* 


523.  For  the  regular  verb,  compare,  further,  kirtau,  "  I 
struck,''  "  I  cut"  (kirtau  szenan,  literally  "I  mowed,"  "cut 
hay"),  with  the  Sanscrit  WfRT^akrintam,  "I  cleft,"*  Zend 


*  The  root  is  krit^  properly  kart^  and  belongs  to  those  roots  of  the  sixth 
class  which,  in  the  special  tenses,  receive  a  nasal.    Here  belongs,  among 
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^£^^^(9  A:ereR/m>  and  Greek  cKetpov,  which  has  lost  the  t 
of  the  root. 

SINGULAR. 

LITHUANIAN.  OREBK. 

kirt-a-u  (see  §.  438. )» eKap-o-v. 
kirt-a-i  (see  §.  499.),  eiceip-e-f . 
kirt'O'  eic€/p-€-(T). 


SANSCRIT.  ZKND. 

akrint-a-nh  kerent-e-mt 

akrint-a-Sf  kerhd-d, 

akrird'O-t,  kerent-a-t. 


DUAL. 

akrint'drva,      kirt-o-wa, 

akriTd'O-tam,  kererd'a-tem  ?  kirt-o-ta, 
akrird-a-tdniy  kererd-U'-tattm  ?  like  Sing. 

PLURAL. 

akrird-a-ma,  kererd-drnuh      kirt-o-me, 

m 

akrird-a-ta^    kerent'a-tOf        kirt-oAe, 
akrint-a-fif      kereni-e-ru  like  Sing. 


e/cez/o-e-Tov, 
eKelp^e-TYiv* 


eKeip-o-jiev. 
CKeip-e-re. 


524  Many  Lithuanian  verbs,  which  follow,  in  the  pre- 
sent, the  analogy  of  the  Sanscrit  of  the  first  class,  change, 
in  the  preterite,  into  the  tenth,  and,  in  fact,  so  that  they 
terminate  in  the  first  person  singular,  in  ia-u  (  =  Sanscrit 
aya-m),  but,  in  the  other  persons,  instead  of  ia  employ  an 
e,  which  unites  with  i  of  the  second  person  singular  to  ei. 


others,  Kp^  ^^  to  besmear,"  whence  limpAmi^  alimpam  (second  aorist  aiipam)y 
with  which  the  Lithuanian  limpuy  '^  I  paste  on"  (preterite  Uppau^  future 
UpsUj  infinitive  Upti)^  appears  to  be  connected.  Pott  acutely  compares 
the  Gothic  Mlb6  so  that  m  would  be  an  obscured  preposition  grown  up 
with  the  root.  The  present  of  kirtau  is  kerttt^  and  there  are  several  verbs 
in  Lithuanian  which  contrast  an  e  in  the  present  with  the  •  of  the  prete- 
rite, future,  and  infinitive.  This  e  either  springs  direct  from  the  original 
a  of  the  root  kart—aSy  among  others,  the  permanent  e  of  degu^ ''  I  bum," 
=r  Sanscrit  dahdmi— or  the  original  a  has  first  been  weakened  to  »,  and 
this  has  been  corrupted,  in  the  present,  to  0 ;  so  that  kert^  has  nearly  the 
same  relation  to  the  preterite  kirtau,  future  kir-w  (for  kirt-su),Biid  infini- 
tive kirs^i  (from  kirt-ti),  as,  in  Old  High  German,  the  ploxal  leiomSsj 
"  we  read,"  to  the  Gothic  lisamy  and  its  own  singular  iuu. 
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This  analogy  is  followed,  hy  tveziau,  "I  led/**  seAwiii,  "I 
followed,"  whence  wezei,  sekei ;  iveze,  seke ;  wezeivOf  sekewa; 
wezetOf  selceta;  wezeme,  sekeme;  loezete,  sekete.  Observe  the 
analogy  with  Mielke's  third  conjugation  (see  §.  506.)»  and 
compare  the  preterite  laikiau,  §.  506. 

525.  In  the  Lithuanian  tense  which  is  called  the  imper- 
fect of  habit,  we  find  dawau;  as  suk-dawau,  "I  am  wont  to 
turn,"  which  is  easily  recognised  as  an  appended  auxi* 
liary  verb.  It  answers  tolerably  well  to  dawyau  (from 
dumi),  "  I  gave,"  "  have  given,""  from  which  it  is  distin- 
guisheil  only  in  this  point,  that  it  is  inflected  like  buivau 
and  kirtau,  while  the  simple  datoyau,  daweU  dawct  dawewcu 
&c.,  follows  the  conjugation  of  weziau,  sekiau,  which  has 
just  (§.  524.)  been  presented,  with  this  single  trifling  point 
of  difference,  that,  in  the  first  person  singular,  instead  of  t, 
it  employs  a  y  ;  thus,  dawyaa  for  dawiau.  As  in  Sanscrit, 
together  with  dd,  "  to  give,"  on  which  is  based  the  Lithu- 
anian  dumh  a  root  HT  dAd,  "  to  place  "  (with  the  preposition 
f%  t?f,  "  to  make "')  occurs,  which  is  similarly  represented 
in  Lithuanian,  and  is  written  in  the  present  demi  ("I 
place ") ;  so  might  also  the  auxiliary  verb  which  is  con- 
tained in  suk-dawdu^  be  ascribed  to  this  root,  although  the 
simple  preterite  of  demi  (from  €{ami  =  Sanscrit  dadhdmU 
Greek  Tidrjfu),  is  not  dawyau,  or  dawiau,  but  deyau.     But 

according  to  its  origin,  demi  has  the  same  claim  as  dumi 
upon  the  vowel  a,  and  the  addition  of  an  unorganic  w  in 
the  preterite,  and  the  adjunction  of  the  auxiliary  verb  in 
suk-dawau  might  proceed  from  a  period  when  dumi,  "  I 
give,"  and  demi,  "  I  place,"  agreed  as  exactly  in  their  con- 
jugation as  the  corresponding  old  Indian  forms  dadAmi 
and  dadhdmi,  which  are  distinguished  from  one  another 
only  by  the  aspirate,  which  is  abandoned  by  the  Lithu- 
anian. As  dadhdmi,  through  the  preposition  vi,  obtains 
the  meaning  "to  make,"  and,  in  Zend,  the  simple  verb 
also   signifies   "  to  make,"  demi   would,  in   this   sense,    be 
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more  proper  as  an  auxiliary  verb  to  enter  into  combination 
with  other  verbs ;   and  then   suk-daioau,  '*  I  was   wont  to 
tum,^^  would,  in  its  final  portion,  coincide  with  that  of  the 
Grothic   sdk'i'dctf    "  I   sought,'"   sdh-i-didum,    "  we    sought," 
which  last  I  have  already,  in  my  System  of  Conjugation, 
explained  in  the  sense  of  "  we  sought  to  do,''  and  compared 
with  dids,  "  deed."      I  shall  return  hereafter  to  the  Gothic 
sSk-i'dot  sdk-i'didum*      It  may,  however*  be  here  further 
remarked,  that,  exclusive   of  the  Sanscrit,  the  Lithuanian 
dawau  of  syJc-dawau  might  also   be  contrasted  with   the 
Grothic  tauyOf  "  I  do "   (with   which   our  thun  is   no  way 
connected) ;  but  then  the  Lithuanian  auxiliary  verb  would 
belong  rather  to  the  root  of  "  to  give,"  than  to  that   of 
"  to  place";    for  the  Gothic  requires  tenues  for  primitive 
medials,  but  not  for  such  as  the  Lithuanian,  which  nos- 
sesses    no    aspirates,   opposes    to    the    Sanscrit  aspirated 
medials,  which,    in  Gothic,   appear   likewise   as   medials. 
But  if  the  Gothic  tauya,  "  I  do,"  proceeds  from  the  San- 
scrit root,  ddf  "  to  give,"   it  then  furnishes  the  only  ex- 
ample I  know  of,  where  the  Grothic  au  corresponds  with  a 
Sanscrit  d;  but  in  Sanscrit  itself,  du  for  a  is  found  in  the 
first  and   third  person  singular  of  the   reduplicated  pre- 
terite,   where    ^  daddu,    "  I "    or    "  he    gave,"    is   used 
for  dadd  (from  dadd-a).      The  relation,  however,  of  tau  to 
dd  (and  this  appears  to  me  better)  might  be  thus  regarded, 
that  the  d  has  been  weakened  to  u,  and  an  unradical  a 
prefixed  to  the  latter  letter ;    for  that  which  takes  place 
regularly  before  h  and  r  (see  §.  82.)  may  also  for  once  have 
occurred  without  such  an  occasion. 

526.  The  idea  that  the  Latin  imperfects  in  bam,  as  also 
the  futures  in  6o,  contain  the  verb  substantive,  and,  in  fiEU^ 
the  root,  from  which  arise  fid,  fore,  and  the  obsolete  con- 
junctive fuam,  has  been  expressed  for  the  first  time  in  my 
System  of  Conjugation.      If  it  is  in  general  admitted,  that 

grammatical   forms  may  possibly  arise  through  oomp osi- 

3c 
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tion,  then   certainly  nothing  is  more  natural  than,  in  the 
conjugation  of  attributive  verbs,  to  expect  the  introduction 
of  the  verb  substantive,  in  order  to  express  the  copula,  or 
the   conjunction  of  the  subject  which  is  expressed  by  the 
personal  sign  with  the  predicate  which  is  represented   by 
the  root.      While  the    Sanscrit  and  Greek,  in   that    past 
tense  which  we  term  aorist,  conjoin  the  other  roots  of  the 
verb  substantive,  viz.  AS,  ES,  with  the   attributive   roots, 
the  Latin  betakes  itself,  so  early  as  the  imperfect,  to  the 
root  FU;    and  I  was  glad  to  find,  what  I  was  not  aware 
of  on  my  first  attempt  at  explaining  the  forms  in  bam  and 
60,  that  this  root  also  plays  an  important  part  in  gram- 
mar in  another  kindred  branch  of  language,  viz.  in  Celtic, 
and  exhibits  to  us,  in  the  Irish  dialect  of  the  Gaelic,  forms 
like    meal'fa-m,  or   meal-fa-mar,  or  meal-fa-moid,  "  we  will 
deceive,"  mecd-fai'^he,  or  meal-fa-bar,    **ye    will  deceive," 
meal'fai-ds    "  they  will   deceive,"    meal-fa-dh   me,    "  I   will 
deceive "  (literally  "  I  am  who  will  deceive "),  ineal-fai-r, 
"  thou  wilt  deceive,"  meal-fai-dh,  "  he  will  deceive,"      The 
abbreviated  form  fam  of  the  first  person  plural,  as  it  is 
wanting  in  the   plural  afiix,  answers  remarkably  to  the 
Latin  bam,  while  the  full  form /a-mar  (r  for  s)  comes  very 
near  the  plural  ba-mus.      The  circumstance,  that  the  Latin 
bam  has  a  past  meaning,   while   that  of  the   Irish  fam  is 
future,  need  not  hinder  us  from  considering  the  two  forms, 
in  respect  to  their  origin,  as  identical,  partly  as  6am,  since 
it  has  lost  the  augment,  bears  in  itself  no  formal  expres- 
sion of  the  past,  nor  fam  any  formal   sign  of  the   future. 
The  Irish  form   should  be  properly  written  fam  or  biamj 
for  by  itself  Mad  me  signifies  "  I  will  be  "  (properly  "  I  am 
what  will  be  "),  biodh-maod,  "  we  will  be,"  where  the  cha- 
racter of  the  third  person  singular  has  grown  up  with  the 
root,  while  the  conditional  expression  ma  bhiom,  "  if  I  shall 
be,"  is  free  from  this  incumbrance.      In  these  forms,  the 
exponent  of  the  future  relation  is  the  i,  with  which,  there- 
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fore,  the  Latin   i  of  ama-bis,  ama-bitf  &e.,  and  that  of  em, 
erit,  &e.,   is   to    be   compared.       This  characteristic   i  is, 
however,  dislodged  in  composition,  in  order  to  lessen  the 
weight  of  the  whole  form,  and  at  the  same  time  the  6  is 
weakened  to  /;  so  that,  while  in  Latin,  according  to  the 
form  of  the  isolated  fui,  fore,  fuanh  in  the  compound  forma- 
tions, fanif  fa,  might  be  expected,  but  in  Irish  bam  the  rela- 
tion is  exactly  reversed.     The  reason  is,  however,  in  the  Ro- 
man language,  also  an  euphonic  one ;  for  it  has  been  before 
remarked  (§.  18.),  that  the  Latin,  in  the  interior  of  a  word, 
prefers  the  labial  medial  to  the  aspirates ;  so  that,  while  the 
Sanscrit  bh,  in  the  corresponding  Latin  forms,  always  appears 
as/  in  the  initial  sound,  in  the  interior,  6  is  almost  as  con- 
stantly found :    hence,    ti-bi   for  ]jp^  twbhyam ;     ovi-bus, 
for  vHlMiii^  avi'bhyas  ;  ambo  for  Greek  oifiifxa,  Sanscrit  "9)1^ 
vbh6u;   nvbes  for  ff)|^  nabhas,   veKJM^;  rabies  from   l^  rabh, 
whence    i;^  mnrabdha,    "enraged,"   ** furious";    Ivbet   for 
^wifir  lubkyati,  "  he  wishes  ";  ruber  for  epvdpo^,  with  which 
it  has  been   already  rightly  compared  by  Voss,  the  labial 
being  exchanged  for  a  labial,  and  the  e  dropped,  which  letter 
evinces  itself,  from  the  kindred  languages,  to  be  an  unor- 
ganic    prefix.       The    Sanscrit   furnishes   for   comparison 
rudhira,  "  blood,"  and,  with  respect  to  the  root,  also  rShita 
for  rddhiia,  "red."      In  rttfus,  on  the  contrary,  the  aspirate 
has  remained ;    and  if  this  had  also  been  the   case  in  the 
auxiliary   verb    under   discussion,    perhaps   then,   in   the 
final  portion  of  ama-fam,  ama-fih  derivatives  from  the  root, 
whence  proceed  faUfuam,  foretfiOffaeich  &c.,  would  have 
been  recognised  without  the  aid  of  the  light  thrown  upon 
the  subject  by  the  kindred  languages.      From  the  Graelic 
dialects  I  will  here  further   cite  the  form  6a,   "  he  was," 
which  wants  only  the  personal  sign  to  be  the  same  as  the 
Latin  bat,  and,  like  the  latter,  ranks  under  the  Sanscrit- 
Zend  imperfect  abhavat,  bavai.      The  Gkielic  ba  is,  however, 

deficient  in  the  other  persons ;    and   in   order  to   say  "  I 

3c2 
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was,"  for  which,  in  Irish,   bann  might  be  expected,  ba  me 
is  used,  Le.  "it  was  I." 

527.  The  length  of  the  class-vowel  in  the  Latin 
third  conjugation  is  surprising:  as  in  leg-i-bam,  for  the 
third  conjugation,  is  based,  as  has  been  remarked 
(§.  109*.  1.)  on  the  Sanscrit  first  or  sixth  class,  the  short  a 
of  which  it  has  corrupted  to  t,  before  r  to  e.  Ag.  Denary 
believes  this  length  must  be   explained  by  the  concretion 

Ml 

of  the  class  vowel  with  the  augment.  It  would,  in  fact, 
be  very  well,  if,  in  this  manner,  the  augment  could  be 
attributed  to  the  Latin  as  the  expression  of  the  past.  I 
cannot,  however,  so  decidedly  assent  to  this  opinion,  as  I 
have  before  done,^  partly  as  the  Zend  also,  to  which  I 
then  appealed  as  having  occasionally  preserved  the  aug- 
ment only  under  the  protection  of  preceding  prepositions, 
has  since  appeared  to  me  in  a  different  light  (§.518.). 
There  are,  it  cannot  be  denied,  in  the  languages,  unorganic 
or  inflective  lengthenings  or  diphthongizations  of  vowels, 
originally  short;  as,  in  Sanscrit,  the  class  vowel  just  under 
discussion  before  m  and  v,  if  a  vowel  follows  next,  is 
lengthened  (voA-d-mt,  vaA-d-vcw,  vah-A-^mas) ;  and  as  the 
Gothic  does  not  admit  a  simple  i  and  u  before  r  and  A, 
but  prefixes  to  them,  in  this  position,  an  a.  The  Latin 
lengthens  the  short  final  vowel  of  the  base-words  of  the 
second  declension  (which  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  a 
and  Greek  o)  before  the  termination  rum  of  the  genitive 
plural  lupd-rum),  just  as  before  btis  in  ambd-bust  dud-bus ; 
and  it  might  be  said  that  the  auxiliary  verb  bam  also 
felt  the  necessity  of  being  supported  by  a  long  vowel,  and 


*  System  of  Latin  sounds,  p.  29.  It  being  there  stated  that  the 
coincidence  of  the  Latin  ham  with  the  Sanscrit  aJbhavam  had  not  as  yet 
been  noticed,  I  must  remark  that  this  had  been  done  in  my  Conjugational 
System,  p.  97. 

t  Berlin  Jahrb.  January  1898.  p.  13. 
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that,  therefore,    leff-e^m,   not    leg-e-bam,   or    leg-i-bam^    is 
employed. 

528.  In  the  fourth  conjugation,  the  6  of  audiibam  corre- 
sponds to  the  final  a  of  the  Sanscrit  character  of  the  tenth 
class,  aya,  which  a  has  heen  dropped  in  the  present,  with 
the  exception  of  the  first  person  singular  and  third  person 
plural ;  but  in  the  conjunctive  and  in  the  future,  which, 
according  to  its  origin,  is  likewise  to  be  regarded  as  a 
conjunctive  {avdmmf  audids,  atuUh),  has  been  retained  in 
concretion  with  the  mood  exponent  (see  §.  505.).  As  the 
.Latin  6  frequently  coincides  with  the  Sanscrit  diphthong  t, 
(=a-hO'  ^^^f  ^6  future  tundis,  tundimus,  tund&is,  an- 
swers to  the  Sanscrit  potential  ttuMsy  ttidtmot  tudMa  (from 
tudais,  &c.),  so  might  also  the  i  of  tund-i-bam,  aud-i^bamt 
be  divided  into  the  elements  a  -f  i :  thus,  tundSmm  might 
be  explained  from  tundatbam,  where  the  a  would  be  the 
class  vowel,  which  in  the  present,  as  remarked  above 
(§.  109*.  1.),  has  been  weakened  to  t ;  so  that,  tund-i-Sf 
tund'H,  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  tud-a-si,  tud-a'ti.  The  i 
contained  in  the  6  of  tund-S-bam  would  then  be  regarded  as 
the  conjunctive  vowel  for  uniting  the  auxiliary  verb  ;  thus, 
tundSbam  would  be  to  be  divided  into  tuvda-i-banu  This 
view  of  the  matter  might  appear  the  more  satisfactory,  as 
the  Sanscrit  also  much  favours  the  practice  of  uniting  the 
verb  substantive  in  certain  tenses  with  the  principal  verb, 
by  means  of  an  U  and,  indeed,  not  only  in  roots  ending  in 
a  consonant,  where  the  i  might  be  regarded  as  a  means 
of  facilitating  the  conjunction  of  opposite  sounds,  but  also 
in  roots  which  terminate  in  a  vowel,  and  have  no  need 
at  all  of  any  such  means;  e.g.  dhavnshydmU  "I  will 
move,"  and  adhdv-i-shamt  "  I  moved  " ;  dhd-shyAmi  and 
adhdu'sham  might  be  used,  and  would  not  be  inconvenient 
to  pronounce. 

529.  In  favour  of  the  opinion  that  the  augment  is  con- 
tained in  the  6  of  atuUibam,  the    obsolete  futures  of  the 
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fourth  conjugation  in  ibo  might  be  adduced  (expedibo,  acibo, 
aperibo,  and  others  in  Plautus),  and  the  want  of  a  preceding 
i  in  these  forms  might  be  explained  by  the  circumstance, 
that  the  future  has  no  augment.  But  imperfects  in  ibam 
also  occur,  and  thence  it  is  clear,  that  both  the  i  of  -tbOf 
and  that  of  -ibam,  should  be  regarded  as  a  contraction  of 
ii,  and  that  the  difference  between  the  future  and  imper- 
fect is  only  in  this,  that  in  the  latter  the  full  form  (iS)  has 
prevailed,  but  in  the  former  has  been  utterly  lost.  In 
the  common  dialect  ibam,  ibo  from  eo,  answer  to  those 
obsolete  imperfects  and  futures,  only  that  here  the  i  is 
radical.  From  the  third  person  plural  eimt  (for  iunt),  and 
from  the  conjunctive  earn  (for  iam),  one  would  expect  an 
imperfect  iibam. 

530.  Let  us  now  consider  the    temporal   augment,  in 
which  the  Sanscrit  agrees  with  the  Greek,  just  as  it  does 
in  the  syllabic  augment.      It  is  an  universal  principle  in 
Sanscrit,  that  when  two  vowels  come  together  they  melt 
into  one.      When,  therefore,  the  augment  stands  before  a 
root  beginning  with  a,  from  the  two  short  a  a  long  d  is 
formed,  as  in  Greek,  from  e,  by  prefixing  the  augment  for 
the  most  part,  an  yj  is  formed.      In  this  manner,  from  the 
root  of  the  .verb  substantive  ^i?^  cw,  E2,   arise  m^  ds,  H2, 
whence,  in  the  clearest  accordance,  the  third  person  plural 
W^  dsaUf  rjcav;  the    second    WTEf  d^^a,    fjare;    the    first 
WW  dsma,  ?fi€i/,  the  latter  for  rjafiev,  as  might  be  expected 
from  the  present  ka-fiiv.  '  In  the  dual,  ^(ttov,  ijaTtjv,  answer 
admirably  to  W^eP^  ds-tam,  w^cTn^  ds-tdm.      The  first  per- 
son  singular  is,  in  Sanscrit,   dsam,  for  which,  in  Greek, 
^<rav  might  be  expected,  to  which  we  are  also  directed  by 
the  third  person  plural,  which  generally  is  the  same  as  the 
first  person  singular  (where,  however,  v  stands  for  vt).     The 
form  ?i/  has  passed  over  a  whole  syllable,  and  is  exceeded  by 
the  Latin  eram  (from  esam,  see  §.  22.)  in  true  preservation 
of  the  original  form,   as  in  general   the  Latin  has,  in  the 
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verb  substantive,  nowhere  permitted  itself  to  be  robbed  of 
the  radical  consonant,  with  the  exception  of  the  second 
person  present,  but,  according  to  its  usual  inclination,  has 
weakened  the  original  s  between  two  vowels  to  r.  It  is 
highly  probable  that  eram  was  originally  &ram  with  the 
augment  The  abandonment  of  the  augment  rests,  there- 
fore, simply  on  the  shortening  of  the  initial  vowel. 

531.  In  the  second  and  third  person  singular  the  Sanscrit  in- 
troduces between  the  root  and  the  personal  sign  s  and  ^  an  «  as 
the  conjunctive  vowel ;  hence  dsis,  ^t.  Without  this  auxiliary 
vowel  these  two  persons  would  necessarily  have  lost  their  cha- 
racteristic, as  two  consonants  are  not  admissible  at  the  end  of 
a  word,  as  also  in  the  Veda  dialect,  in  the  third  person,  there 
really  exists  a  form  imtdSf  with  which  the  Doric  ^s*  agrees  very 
well.  But  the  Doric  rj^,  also,  might,  with  Kriiger  (p.  234),  be 
deduced  from  rJT,  so  that  ^  would  be  the  character  of  the  third 
person,  the  original  r  of  which,  as  it  cannot  stand  at  the  end 
of  a  word,  would  have  been  changed  into  the  cognate  g,  which 
is  admissible  for  the  termination.  According  to  this  princi- 
ple, I  have  deduced  neuters  like  T€TV<l>6sf  repa^,  from  Ten/^jor, 
repoT,  as  vpSg  from  tt/oot/  =  Sanscrit  prati  (see  §.152.  end). 
If  ?s>  has  arisen  in  a  similar  manner  from  rjr,  this  form 
would  be  the  more  remarkable,  because  it  would  then  be  a 
solitary  example  of  the  retention  of  the  sign  of  the  third  per- 
son in  secondary  forms.  Be  this  how  it  may,  still  the  form 
Tj^  is  important  for  this  reason,  as  it  explains  to  us  the  com- 
mon form  rjv,  the  external  identity  of  which  with  the  ^v  of 
the  first  person  must  appear  surprising.  In  this  person  ^v 
stands  for  ^fx  (middle  ^fitiv) ;  but  in  the  third,  ^v  has  the  same 
relation  to  the  Doric  rj^  that  rxmro^ev  has  to  Tvnrofieg,  or  that, 
in  the  dual,  TepTterov,  repnerov  have  to  the  Sanscrit  tarpathas, 
tarpatas  (§.  97.)  ;  and  I  doubt  not,  also,  that  the  v  of  ^v,  "he 
was,"  is  a  corruption  of  ; . 

"Remark. — In  Sanscrit  it  is  a  rule,  that  roots  in  s,  when 
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they  belong,  like  as,  to  a  class  of  conjugation  which,  in  the 
special  tenses,  interposes  no  middle  syllable  between  the  root 
and  personal  termination,  changes  the  radical  s  in  the  third 
person  into  t ;  and  at  will  in  the  second  person  also,  where, 
nevertheless,  the  placing  an  a  and  its  euphonic  permutations 
is  prevalent  (see  my  smaller  Sanscrit  Grammar,  §.  291.): 
^fff^sdsf  "to  govern,"  forms,  in  the  third  person,  solely 
(isdt;  in  the  second  dsds  (^er^  aidh),  or  likewise  asdi.  As 
regards  the  third  person  asdi,  I  believe  that  it  is  better  to 
regard  its  t  as  the  character  of  the  third  person  than  as  a 
permutation  of  the  radical  s.  For  why  else  should  the  t 
have  been  retained  principally  in  the  third  person,  while 
the  second  person  prefers  the  form  aids?  At  the  period 
when  the  Sanscrit,  like  its  sister  languages,  still  admitted 
two  consonants  at  the  end  of  a  word,  the  third  person  will 
have  been  asds-t,  and  the  second  asdl-s,  as  s  before  another 
s  freely  passes  into  t  (see  §.  517.  Rem.) :  in  the  present 
state  of  the  language,  however,  the  last  letter  but  one  of 
asds-t  has  been  lost,  and  asdt-s  has,  at  will,  either  in  like 
manner  dropped  the  last  but  one,  which  it  has  generally 
done — ^hence,  asd(t)s — or  the  last,  hence  a«di(«)." 

532.  With  ^Jrthr^  dsi'S,  "  thou  wast,''  ^mf^  dsi-U  "  he 
was,'"  the  forms  dsas,  dsaf,  may  also  have  existed,  as  several 
other  verbs  of  the  same  class,  in  the  persons  mentioned,  as- 
sume at  will  a  or  i ;  as  arddis,  arddit,  "  thou  didst  weep,"  "  he 
did  weep'';  or  arddas,  arddaU  from  rud  (the  Old  High  German 
riuzu,  "  I  weep,"  pre-supposes  the  Gothic  ritda,  Latin  rudo). 
I  believe  that  the  forms  in  as,  at,  are  the  elder,  and  that  the 
forms  in  is,  it,  have  found  their  way  from  the  aorist  (third 
formation),  where  the  long  i  of  abddhis,  abddhit  is  to  be  ex- 
plained as  a  compensation^  for  the  sibilant  which  has  been 
dropped,  which,  in  the  other  persons,  is  united  with  the  root 
by  a  short  t  (abSdh-i-sham,  abddh-ishva^  abddh-i-shma).  The 
pre-supposed  forms  dsas,  dsat,  are  confirmed  by  tlie  Zend, 
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also,  where,  in  the  third  person,  the  form  mas^^  anhat 
occurs,  with  suppression  of  the  augment  (otherwise  it 
would  be  donhat)  and  the  insertion  of  a  nasal,  according  to 
§.  56  ^  I  am  not  able  to  quote  the  second  person,  but  it 
admits  of  no  doubt  that  it  is  anhd  (with  cha,  **  and,""  anhai- 
chcu)  The  originality  of  the  conjunctive  vowel  a  is  con- 
firmed also  by  the  Latin,  which  nevertheless  lengthens  the 
same  unorganically  (but  again,  through  the  influence  of  a 
final  m  and  U  shortens  it),  and  which  extends  that  letter, 
also,  to  those  persons  in  which  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek, 
and  probably,  also,  the  Zend,  although  wanting  in  the 
examples  which  could  be  desired,  unite  the  terminations 
to  the  root  direct.      Compare— 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

GREEK. 

LATIN. 

dsanh 

9 

eram. 

dsis, 

9 

er&s. 

dsU  (Zend  anhat.  As,  *  Veda  As), 

erat 

DUAL. 

dsva. 

.... 

a      •      . 

dstam, 

ri(TTOV, 

... 

dstdm. 

tjarffv, 

... 

«  I  cannot,  with  Bomouf  (Ya^na,  Notes,  p.  CXIV.),  explain  this 
anhat^  and  its  plural  anheUy  as  a  conjnnctiTe  {Lit)  or  as  an  aoiist ;  for  a 
Lit  always  requires  a  long  conjunctiye  vowel,  and,  in  the  third  person 
plural,  ahn  for  an.  And  Bumouf  actually  introduces  as  Lit  the  form 
donhat  (Ya9na,  p.  CXVIII.),  which  is  superior  to  anhai  in  that  it  retains 
the  augment.  But  it  need  not  surprise  us,  from  what  has  been  remarked 
in  §.  620.,  that  anhat  and  anhin  occur  with  a  conjunctiye  signification. 
And  Bumouf  gires  to  the  form  nipdrayanta^  mentioned  in  §.  536.  Rem., 
a  conjunctiye  meaning,  without  recognising  in  it  a  formal  conjunctiye. 
The  difierence  of  the  Zend  anhat  finom  the  Sanscrit  dtfit^  with  regard  to  the 
conjunctiye  yowel,  should  suiprise  us  the  less,  as  the  Zend  not  unfrequently 
difiers  from  the  Sanscrit  in  more  important  points,  as  in  the  preseryation 
of  the  nominatiye  s^  in  bases  ending  with  a  consonant  {dfi^  drucs,  see 
§.138.).  tSee§.M8. 
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PUJRAL. 

SANSCRIT. 

ORREK. 

LATIN. 

dsmOf 

^(0-)/i€l/, 

erdmus 

dst-Ot 

^ore, 

erdtis. 

dsatu 

r}<rav, 

erant. 

"  Remark.— The  analogy  with  bam,  bfh,  may  have  occa- 
sioned the  lengthening  unorganically  of  the  conjunctive 
vowel  in  Latin,  where  the  length  of  quantity  appears  as  an 
unconscious  result  of  contraction,  since,  as  has  been  shewn 
above  (see  §.  365),  bam,  64.9, 8cc.,  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  a- 
bhavam,  a-bhavas.  After  dropping  the  v,  the  two  short  vowels 
coalesced  and  melted  down  into  a  long  one,  in  a  similar  man- 
ner to  that  in  which,  in  the  Latin  first  conjugation,  the  San- 
scrit character  aya  (of  the  tenth  class),  after  rejecting  the 
y  has  become  d  (§.  504.) ;  and  hence,  arnds,  amdtis,  corre- 
sponds to  the  Sanscrit  kdmayasU  ''  thou  lovest,""  kdmayaiha, 
"  ye  love."  The  necessity  of  adjusting  the  forms  eram,  erdx, 
&c.,  to  those  in  bam,  bds,  and  of  placing  throughout  a  long  d, 
where  the  final  consonant  does  not  exert  its  shortening  infiu- 
ence,  must  appear  so  much  the  greater,  as  in  the  future, 
also,  eris,  erit,  erimus,  eritis,  stand  in  the  fullest  agreement 
with  bis,  bit,  bimus,  bitis;  and  for  the  practical  use  of  the 
language  the  difference  of  the  two  tenses  rests  on  the  diffe- 
rence of  the  vowel  preceding  the  personal  termination.  A 
contrast  so  strong  as  that  between  the  length  of  the  gravest 
and  the  shortness  of  the  lightest  vowel  makes  its  appearance, 
therefore,  here  very  desirably.  That  the  i  of  the  future  is 
not  simply  a  conjunctive  vowel,  but  an  actual  expression  of 
the  future,  and  that  it  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  ya  of  -yasi, 
-yaii,  &c. ;  or,  reversing  the  case,  that  the  d  of  the  imperfect 
is  simply  a  vowel  of  conjunction,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  expression  of  the  relation  of  time,  this  can  be  felt  no 
longer  from  the  particular  point  of  view  of  the  Latin. 

533.   In   roots   which   begin  with  ?,  i,   u,  u,  or  ru  the 
Sanscrit   augment  does  not  follow  the  common   rules    of 
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sound,  according  to  which  a  with  i  or  t  is  contracted  into 
S  (  =  a  +  i),  and  with  u  or  u  to  6  (=a  +  tt),  and  with  H 
(from  ar)  becomes  ar,  but  for  ^^  ^di  is  employed ;  for  ^  6, 
^du;  and  for  ^ar,  wu^dr:  as  from  ichh,  "to  wish'^  (as 
substitute  of  ish),  comes  dichham,  "  I  wished ";  from  ukshy 
"to  sprinkle/^  comes  dukaham,  "I  sprinkle."  It  can- 
not be  ascertained  with  certainty  what  the  reason  for  this 
deviation  from  the  common  path  is.  Perhaps  the  higher 
augment  of  the  vowel  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  importance  of 
the  augment  for  the  modification  of  the  relation  of  time,  and 
to  the  endeavour  to  make  the  augment  more  perceptible  to 
the  ear,  in  roots  b^^ning  with  a  vowel,  than  it  would 
be  if  it  were  contracted  with  i,  ^,  to  ^,  or  with  ti,  il,  to  d, 
thereby  giving  up  its  individuality.  Perhaps,  too^  the  pre- 
ponderating example  of  the  roots  of  the  first  class,  which  re- 
quire Guna  before  simple  radical  consonants,  has  operated 
upon  the  roots  which  possess  no  Guna,  so  that  dichham  and 
duksham  would  be*  to  bebr^;arded  as  regular  contractions  of 
a-Ashhatn,  a-Sksham,  although  ichh,  as  it  belongs  to  the  sixth 
class,  and  uksh  to  class  one,  on  account  of  its  length  by  posi- 
tion, admits  of  no  other  Guna. 

I  534.  In  roots  which  begin  with  a,  the  augment  and  redupli- 
cation produce,  in  Sanscrit,  an  effect  exactly  the  same  as  if  to 
the  root  ^ht(^  as  ("  to  be")  a  was  prefixed  as  the  augment  or 
the  syllable  of  reduplication ;  so  in  both  cases  from  a-as  only  ds 


*  Aa  i  consists  of  a+t,  and  6  of  a  +  ti,  so  the  first  element  of  these 
diphthongs  naturally  melts  down  with  a  preceding  a  to  a,  and  the  product 
of  the  whole  is  di,  au.  In  roots  which  begin  with  W,  we  might  regard 
the  form  dVy  which  arises  through  the  augment,  as  proceeding  originally  not 
from  ri,  but  from  the  original  ar^  of  which  ri  is  an  abbreviation,  as,  also, 
the  reduplication  syllable  of  bibharmi  has  been  developed  not  from  6Art, 
which  the  grammarians  assume  as  the  root,  but  from  the  proper  root  bhar 
(see  Vocalismus,  p.  158,  &c.),  by  weakening  the  a  to  t,  while  in  the  redu- 
plicated preterite  this  weakening  ceases,  and  babhara  or  babhdra  means  ^'  I 
bore." 
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can  arise,  and  dsa  is  the  first  and  third  person  of  the  perfect. 
In  roots,  however,  which  begin  with  i  or  u  the  operations  of 
the  augment  and  of  reduplication  are  difierent ;  for  ish,  *'  to 
wish,"  and  usA,  "  to  burn''  (Latin  uro),  form,  through  the  aug- 
ment, dish,*  dush,  and,  by  reduplication,  isK  ttsK  as  the  regu- 
lar contraction  of  i-ish,  u-ush.  In  the  persons  of  the  singular, 
however,  with  Guna,  the  i  and  u  of  the  reduplication  syllable 
before  the  vowel  of  the  root,  which  is  extended  by  Guna, 
passes  into  iy  and  tit; ;  hence,  iy^ha,  "  I  wished,''  uv-dsha,  "  I 
burned,"  corresponding  to  the  plural  ishima,  ushimOf  without 
Guna. 

535.  In  roots  beginning  with  a  vowel  the  tenses  which 
have  the  augment  or  reduplication  are  placed,  by  the  Greek, 
exactly  on  the  same  footing.  The  reduplication,  however, 
cannot  be  so  much  disregarded,  as  to  be  overlooked  where  it 
is  as  evidently  present  as  in  the  just-mentioned  (§.  534.) 
Sanscrit  ishinuu  Ushima  ( =  i-ishimat  u-ushima).  When  from 
an  originally  short  t  and  v  a  long  7  and  v  arise,  as  in  ikc- 
T€ovv,  iKerevKa,  vjSptl^ov,  v^pic^iah  I  regard  this,  as  I  have 
already  done  elsewhere,t  as  the  effect  of  the  reduplication. 


*  Aorist  dishisham  ;  the  unperfect  is  formed  from  the  substitute  khk. 

t  Amials  of  Oriental  Literature  (London,  1820.  p.  41).  When,  therefore, 
Kruger  (Crit.  Gramm.  §.  99.)  makes  the  temporal  augment  consist  in  this, 
that  the  Yowel  of  the  verb  is  doubled,  this  corresponds,  in  regard  to  iKmow^ 
v^piXfiv,  v^purnat,  wfxtKeov,  &tJii\tjKa^  with  the  opinion  expressed,  1.  c.  by  me ; 
but  M.  Kriiger's  explanation  of  the  matter  seems  to  me  too  general, 
in  that,  according  to  it,  verbs  beginning  with  a  vowel  never  had  an  aug- 
ment ;  and  that  therefore,  while  the  Sanscrit  dsan^  ^^  they  were,"  is  com- 
pounded of  cHuaUj  f .  e,  of  the  augment  and  the  root,  the  Greek  rltrav 
would  indeed  have  been  melted  down  from  e-eaav^  but  the  first  e  would  not 
only  be  to  the  root  a  foreign  element  accidentally  agreeing  with  its  initial 
sound,  but  the  repetition  or  reduplication  of  the  radical  vowel.  Then 
rja-av^  in  spite  of  its  exact  agreement  with  the  Sanscrit  aa-av  would  have  to 
be  regarded,  not  as  one  of  the  most  remarkable  transmissions  from  the  pri- 
mitive period  of  the  language,  but  the  agreement  would  be  mainly  for- 
tuitous, as  dsan  contained  the  augment,  r^o-ai^,  however,  a  syllable  of  redu- 
plication 
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and  look  upon  the  long  vowel  as  proceeding  from  the  repeti- 
tion of  the  short  one,  as,  in  the  Sanscrit^  ishima,  Ushimcu 
For  why  should  an  7  or  t;  arise  out  of  e  +  <  or  v,  when  this 
contraction  occurs  nowhere  else,  and  besides  when  ei  is  so 
favourite  a  diphthong  in  Greek,  that  even  e-f-e,  although  of 
rare  occurrence  in  the  augment,  is  rather  contracted  to  ei 
than  to  97,  and  the  diphthong  ev  also  accords  well  with  that 
language  ?  As  to  o  becoming  a>  in  the  augmented  tenses, 
one  might,  if  required,  recognise  therein  the  augment,  since 
e  and  o  are  originally  one,  and  both  are  corruptions  from  a. 
Nevertheless,  I  prefer  seeing  in  &v6fia^ov  the  reduplication, 
rather  than  the  augment,  since  we  elsewhere  find  e+o 
always  contracted  to  ov,  not  to  a>,  although,  in  dialects,  the  a> 
occurs  as  a  compensation  for  ov  (Doric  rco  vofua,  rta^  vofjuag). 

536.  The  middle,  the  imperfect  of  which  is  disting^shed 
from  the  regular  active  only  by  the  personal  terminations, 
described  in  §§.  468.  &c.,  exhibits  only  in  the  third  person 
singular  and  plural  a  resemblance  between  the  Sanscrit,  Zend, 
and  Greek,  which  strikes  the  eye  at  the  first  glance:  compare 
6^6/9- e-TO,  6^^/9-0- vTo,  with  the  Sans,  abfuxr-a-ia,  abhar-a^nttu 
and  the  Zend  har-a-ta^  bar-a-ntcu  In  the  second  person  singu- 
lar, forms  like  eSeU-vtMro  answer  very  well  to  the  Zend,  like 
hu-^m-shoj  "thou  didst  praise ""  (§.  469.);  while  in  the  first  con- 
jugation the  agreement  of  the  Greek  and  Zend  is  somewhat 
disturbed,  in  that  the  Zend,  according  to  a  universal  law  of 
sound,  has  changed  the  original  termination  sa  after  a  pre- 
ceding a  to  Aa  (see  §.  56^),  and  attached  to  it  a  nasal  sound 
(n),  but  the  Greek  has  contracted  e-ao  to  ov ;  thus,  eifiipov  from 
lit>ep'e-iT09  answering  to  the  Zend  bar-anrha,  for  which,  in 
Sanscrit,  a-bhar-a-thda  (see  §.  469.).     In  the  first  person  sin- 


plication.  I  should  certainly,  however,  prefer  recog;niBing,  in  all  Greek 
verbs  beginning  with  a  vowel,  the  reduplication  alone  rather  than  the 
augment  alone ;  and  from  the  Greek  point  of  view,  without  reference  to 
the  Sanscrit,  this  view  would  i^pear  more  correct. 


•I 
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gular  ^f^abhari  from  abhar-a-i  for  abhar-a-ma  (see  §.471.), 
appears  very  disadvantageously  compared  with  e^e/o-o-fu/v. 
In  the  first  person  plural,  e(j)ep-6-fi€da  answers,  in  respect  to 
the  personal  termination,  better  to  the  Zend  bar-d-maidhi 
than  to  the  Sanscrit  abhar-ormahi,  the  ending  of  which, 
mahif  is  clearly  abbreviated  from  madhi  (see  §.  472.).  In 
the  second  person  plural,  e0ep-e-<rde*  corresponds  to  the 
Sanscrit  abhar-a-cUivam,  and  Zend  bar-a-dhwem :  in  the 
dual,  for  the  Greek  e^ep-e-irBov,  €<l>€p-€-a'6rjv  (from  e^p-e- 
TTov,  e(f}€p-e'TTrjv,  see  §.  474.),  stand,  in  Sanscrit,  abharSthdm, 
abharitdm  from  abhar-a-dtdm,  abhura-d-tdm  (according  to 
the  third  class  abibhr-dthdm,  abibhr-dtdm),  and  this,  accord- 
ing to  the  conjecture  expressed  above  (§.  474.),  from  abhar- 
a'thdthdm,  abar-a-tdidm. 

"Remark. — I  can  quote  in  Zend  only  the  third  person 
singular  and  plural,  the  latter  instanced  in  nipdrayardot 
which  occurs  in  the  Vend.  S.  p.  484  in  the  sense  of  a  con- 
junctive present'  (nipdrayanta  dpem,  *  transgrediantur 
aquarn)  which,  according  to  what  has  been  remarked  at 
§.  520.,  need  not  surprise  us.  The  third  person  singular 
can  be  copiously  cited.  I  will  here  notice  only  the  fre- 
quently recurring  as^(5^^as  addch  *he  spoke,'  xs^^^xsj^jxyb 
patti-addOf  '  he  answered,'  the  a  of  which  I.  do  not  regard 
as  the  augment,  as  in  general  the  augment  has  almost  dis- 
appeared in  Zend  (see  §.  518.),  but  as  the  phonetic  prefix 
mentioned  in  §.  28.  But  how  is  the  remaining  6da  re- 
lated to  the  Sanscrit?  The  root  ^^  vaxih  is  not  used  in 
the   middle ;  but  if  it  were,  it  would,  in  the  third  person 


*  From  etpep-e-rre^  abhar-a-ddhvam,  bhar-a-ddhw^m?  see  §.  474. 

t  Compare  Bumouf,  Ya^na,  p.  518.  In  SaDBcrit  the  verb  pdraydmi^ 
mid.  pdrayi^  corresponds,  which  I  do  not  derive  wltli  the  Indian  gram- 
marians from  the  root  v  prf,  '^  to  fulfil,"  but  regard  as  the  denominative 
oipdra^  ^^  the  fsirther  shore":  this  pdra^  however,  b  best  derived  from 
pora,  "  the  other/* 
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singular  of  the  imperfect,  form  avaktm  without  the 
augment  vakia;  and  hence,  by  changing  va  to  a-^u  (for 
a  + 1?),  the  Zend  xs^^^  6da  might  be  deduced,  with  the 
regular  contraction  of  the  a  +  u  to  d.  As,  in  Sanscrit, 
the  root  vach,  in  many  irregular  forms,  has  laid  aside  a, 
and  vocalized  the  v  to   ti,  *    we    might,   also,  for   a^vakla. 


*  On  the  value  of  i^  as  long  ^  see  §.  447.  Note. 

t  As  regards  my  explanation  of  the  u  which  takes  the  place  of  oa  in  the 
root  vach^  and  many  others,  in  certain  forms  devoid  of  Gana,  Professor 
Hofer  (Contributions  to  Etymology,  p.  384),  finds  it  remarkable  that  we 
so  often  overlook  what  is  just  at  hand,  and  thinks  that  in  the  case  under 
discussion  the  u  is  not  to  be  deduced  from  the  v  of  t>a,  but  that  from  va 
vu  has  been  formed ;  and  of  this,  after-  rejecting  the  v,  only  the  u  has  re- 
mained.    In  this,  however,  M.  Hofer  has,  on  his  part,  overlooked,  that 
the  derivation  of  u  from  vu  cannot  be  separated  ftx>m  the  phenomena 
which  ran  parallel  thereto,  according  to  which  t  proceeds  from  ya  and  ri 
from  ra.    It  is  impossible  to  deduce  gnhyate^  '^  oapUur^  for  grahyaU,  in 
such  a  manner  that  from  ra  rri  can  be  derived,  as  from  txi  vt/,  and  thus 
pre-suppose  for  grxhyatS  a  grrihyatS,  and  hence  drop  the  r.     But  what  is 
more  natural  than  that  the  semi-vowels  should  at  times  reject  the  vowel 
which  accompanies  them,  as  they  themselves  can  become  a  vowel  ?    Is 
not  the  relation  of  the  Old  High  German  tr,  "  ye,"  to  the  Gothic  yus 
founded  on  this?  and  even  that  of  the  Gothic  genitive  i-zixura  to  the  to  be 
expected  yit-zvara  ?     Or  may  not  from  yus  be  next  fonned  ^V,  and 
hence  ir  by  rejecting  the  y  ?    Can  it  be  that  the  Gothic  nominative  thiitSy 
*'  the  servant,"  has  arisen  from  the  theme  thivOf  not,  which  is  the  readiest 
way  of  deriving  it,  by  the  v  becoming  u  after  the  a  has  been  rejected, 
but  by  forming  from  thiva  first  thivu^  and  then,  by  dropping  the  v, 
in  the  nominative  thiuSf  and  in  the  accusative  thhi  ?    I  fully  acknow- 
ledge M.  Hofer's  valuable  labours  with  regard  to  the  Prakrit,  but  believe 
that,  in  the  case  before  us,  he  has  sufiered  himself  to  be  misled  by  this  in- 
teresting and  instructive  dialect     It  is  true  that  the  Prakrit  is  more  fre- 
quently founded  on  forms  older  than  those  which  come  before  us  in  classic 
Sanscrit.    I  have  shewn  this,  among  other  places,  in  the  instrumental 
plural  (§.  220.},  where,  however,  as  usual,  the  Prakrit,  in  spite  of  having 
an  older  form  before  it,  has  nevertheless  been  guilty  of  admitting,  at  the 

same  time,  a  strong  corruption.    This  is   the   case  with  the  Prakrit 

vachclMdi^  **  dicUur"    I  willingly  concede  to  M.  H5fer,  that  this  form  is 

based 
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suppose  a  form  a-ukta  (without  the  euphonic  contraction), 
and  hence,  in   Zend,   deduce,   according  to   the    common 
contraction,  the  form  dddy   to   which   &da  then,  according 
to  §.  28.,  an    a   would    be    further    prefixed;    so  that  in 
As^^i^As  aAda  an  augment  would  in  reality  lie  concealed, 
without   being   contained  in   the   initial   a.      This  special 
case  is  here,  however,  of  no  great  importance  to  us ;    but 
this  alone  is  so,  that  oAdaj  in   its  termination,  is  identical 
with  the  Sanscrit,  and  comes  very  near  the  Greek  to  of 
€<f>ip'e'To,  eSeiK-vv-To.    To  the  latter  answers  the  often  re- 
curring hu-nti'ta,  'he  praised'  (compare  Greek  S-fivo^),  with 
an  unorganic  lengthening  of  the  u.     From  the  latter  may, 
with    certainty,    be    derived    the    abovementioned    second 
person     hwnu-sha,    after     the     analogy    of    the     aorist 
urUrudhtisha  (see  §.  469.).       In   the   first    person   plural   I 
have  contrasted  the  form  bar-a-maidM,  which  is  not  dis- 
tinguishable from  the  present,  with  the  Greek  e-tpep^oiieOa  \ 
for  it  is  clear,  from  the  abovementioned  (§.  472.)  potential 
^^fo4A>C^^AA<Si^jLi  buidhySimaidhi,  that  the  secondary  forms 
are  not  distinguished,  in  the  first  person  plural,  from  the 
primary  ones ;    after  dropping  the  augment,  therefore,  no 
difference  from  the   present  can   exist.      The  form  bar^a- 
dhwem  of  the  second  person  plural  follows  from  the  im- 
perative quoted   by  Bumouf  (Ya^na,  Notes,  p.  XXXVIIL), 
as    9^Q]d(2^6i>'^  zayadhwem,    '  live    ye,'    and    the  precative 
Cgq)d(DA5AAA54  dayadhwem,  '  may  he  give/  " 


based  on  some  other  older  one  than  the  present  Sanscrit  uchyati^  but  I  do 
not  thence  deduce  a  vwhyatiy  but  merely  vachyatS^  for  which  the  Prakrit  is 
not  at  all  required.  The  Prakrit,  like  many  other  languages,  has,  in 
very  many  places,  weakened  an  original  atou  (see  p.  36S.) :  why,  then, 
should  it  not  have  occasionally  done  so  after  the  v,  which  is  homogeneous 
to  the  ii,  as  the  Zend,  accoi-ding  to  Bumouf 's  conjecture,  has  sometimes, 
through  the  influence  of  a  t?,  changed  a  following  a  to  61 

*  In  my  opinion,  this  form  (of  which  more  hereafter)  must  be  taken 
for  a  precative,  not  for  an  imperative. 
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ORIGIN  OF  THE  AUGMENT. 

537.  I  hold  the  augment  to  be  identical  in  its  origin  with 
the  a  privative,  and  regard  it,  therefore,  as  the  expression 
of  the  negation  of  the  present.  This  opinion,  which  has 
been  already  brought  forward  in  the  "Annals  of  Oriental 
Literature,'"  has,  since  then,  been  supported  by  Ag.  Denary 
and  Hartung  (Greek  Particles,  II.  110.),  but  opposed  by 
Lassen.  As,  however.  Professor  Lassen  will  allow  of  no  ex- 
planation whatever  of  grammatical  forms  by  annexation, 
and  bestows  no  credit  on  the  verb  substantive,  clearly  as  it 
manifests  itself  in  many  tenses  of  attributive  verbs,  treating 
it  like  the  old  '* everywhere'"  and  "nowhere,"  I  am  not 
surprised  that  he  sees,  in  the  explanation  of  the  augment  just 
given,  the  culminating  point  of  the  agglutination  system,  and 
is  astonished  that  the  first  ancestors  of  the  human  race,  in- 
stead of  saying  "  I  saw,"  should  be  supposed  to  have  said  '*  I 
see  not."  This,  however,  they  did  not  do,  since,  by  the 
negative  particle,  they  did  not  wish  to  remove  the  action 
itself,  but  only  the  present  time  of  the  same.  The  San- 
scrit, in  general,  uses  its  negative  particles  in  certain  com- 
pounds in  a  way  which,  at  the  first  glance  and  without 
knowing  the  true  object  of  the  language,  appears  very  ex- 
traordinary. Thus,  uttama-8,  "  the  highest,"  does  not  lose 
its  signification  by  having  the  negative  particle  a  pre- 
fixed to  it  (which,  as  in  Greek  before  vowels,  receives  the 
addition  of  a  nasal) :  an-vUcfnas,  is  not  "  the  not  highest, 
or  "the  low,"  but  in  like  manner  "the  highest,"  nay 
even  emphatically  "  the  highest,"  or  "  the  highest  of  all. 
And  yet  it  cannot  be  denied  that,  in  anuttama-s,  the  par- 
ticle an  has  really  its  negative  force,  but  anuttama-s  is  a 
possessive  compound,  and  abaUi'S  (from  a  and  bala),  "  not 
having  strength,"  means,  therefore,  "weak";  thus,  anutta- 
mas   signifies   properly  **  qui   aUiasimum   nan   huhetr   and 


^< 


s< 


«  Berlin  Jahrb.  July  1833,  pp.  36,  Ika. 
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hence,  **  quo  nemo  aUior  es^/**  It  might  be  expected,  that 
every  superlative  or  comparative  would  be  used  similarly, 
that  also  apunyatama-s  or  apunyatara-s  would  signify  *'  the 
purest  ^^  but  the  language  makes  no  further  use  of  this 
capability ;  it  does  not  a  second  time  repeat  this  jest*  if 
we  would  so  call  it ;  at  least  I  am  unacquainted  with  any 
other  examples  of  this  kind.  But  what  comes  much 
nearer  this  use  of  the  augment,  as  a  negative  particle, 
than  the  just  cited  an  of  anaUaina,  is  this,  that  ika,  "  one," 
by  the  prefixing  negative  particles,  just  as  little  receives 
the  meaning  not  one  (ovieig),  "  none,""  as  %ftl  v6d-mu  *'  I 
know,""  through  the  a  of  a-vM-^an,  gets  that  of  "  I  know 
not'^  By  the  negative  power  of  the  augment*  v6dmi 
loses  only  a  portion  of  its  meaning,  a  secondary  idea,  that 
of  present  time,  and  thus  ika-s,  **  one,""  by  the  prefix  an 
or  na  (anika,  ndika),  does  not  lose  its  existence  or  its  per- 
sonality (for  ika  is  properly  a  pronoun,  see  §.  306.),  nor 
even  the  idea  of  unity,  inasmuch  as  in  6,  7,  8,  &c.,  the 
idea  of  **  one ''  is  also  contained,  but  only  the  limitation 
to  unity,  as  it  were  the  secondary  idea,  "simply.""  It 
would  not  be  surprising  if  anika  and  nAika  expressed,  in 
the  dual,  "  two,"  or,  in  the  plural,  "  three,"  or  any  other 
higher  number,  or  also,  "  a  few,"  "  some ";  but  it  signifies, 
such  is  the  decision  of  the  use  of  language,  "  many."  It 
cannot,  therefore,  be  matter  of  astonishment,  that  av6dam, 
through  its  negative  a,  receives  the  signification  *'  I  knew," 

*  When  Vorlander,  in  his  Treatise,  which  I  hare  just  seen,  entitled 
^' Basis  of  an  organic  acquaintance  with  the  human  soul,"  p.  317,  says, 
"  Negation  of  the  present  is  not  past,"  he  is  in  the  right ;  but  it  may 
be  said  with  equal  right,  '^  negation  of  one  is  not  plurality"  (it  might, 
in  fact,  be  two,  three,  or  nothing),  and  yet  the  idea  "  many  "  is  clearly  ex- 
pressed by  the  negation  of  unity,  or  limitation  to  unity ;  and  in  defence  of 
the  language  it  may  be  said,  that  though  the  negation  of  present  time  is 
not  past  time,  and  that  of  unity  not  plurality,  still  the  past  is  really 
a  negation  of  the  present,  plurality  a  negation,  an  overleaping  of  unity; 
and  hence   both  ideas    are  adapted  to  be  expressed  with  the  aid  of 

negative 
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and  not  that  of  "  I  shall  know/'  For  the  rest,  also,  the 
past,  which  is  irrevocably  lost,  forms  a  £ar  more  decided 
contrast  to  the  present,  than  the  future  does,  to  which  we 
approach  in  the  same  degree  the  farther  we  depart  from 
the  past.  And  in  form,  too,  the  future  is  often  no  way 
distinguished  from  the  present. 

538.  From  the  circumstance  that  the  proper  a  privative, 
which  clearly  manifests  a  negative  force,  assumes,  both  in 
Sanscrit  and  Greek,  an  euphonic  n  before  a  vowel  initial 
sound,  while  the  a  of  the  augment,  in  both  languages,  is  con- 
densed with  the  following  vowel  (§.  530.),  we  cannot  infer  a 
different  origin  for  the  two  particles.  Observe,  that  wddut 
''  sweet,""  as  feminine,  forms,  in  the  instrumental,  svddv-d, 
while  in  the  masculine  and  neuter  it  avoids  the  hiatus, 
not  by  changing  u  into  v,  but  by  the  insertion  of  an 
euphonic  n  (compare  §.  159.).  And  the  augment  and  the 
common  a  privative  are  distinguished  in  the  same  way, 
since  they  both  apply  different  means  to  avoid  the  hiatus. 


negative  particles.  Vice  versd^  in  certain  cases  negation  can  also  be  ex- 
pressed by  an  expression  for  the  past : 

SMsgewuen!" 

where  gewesen  means  the  same  as  ^  no  more."  Language  never  expresses 
any  thing  perfectly,  but  ererywhere  only  brings  forward  the  most  con- 
spicaous  mark,  or  that  wliich  appears  so.  To  discover  this  mark  is 
the  business  of  etymolc^.  A  **  tooth-haver"  is  not  an  "  elephant,"  a 
''hair-haver"  does  not  fully  express  a  ''lion";  and  yet  the  Sanscrit  calls 
the  elephant  dantin,  the  lion  kS^in.  If,  then,  a  tooth,  danta,  is  derived 
from  ad,  "to  eat"  (dropping  the  a),  or  from  <fdi», " to  bite"  (dropping 
the  sibilant),  we  may  again  say,  "  an  eater  or  biter  is  not  exclusively  a 
tooth  (it  might  also  be  a  dog  or  a  mouth) ;"  and  thus  the  language  revolves 
in  a  circle  of  incomplete  expressions,  and  denotes  things  imperfectly,  by 
any  quality  whatever  which  is  itself  imperfectly  pointed  ont.  It  is,  how- 
ever, certain  that  the  most  prominent  quality  of  the  past  is  what  may  be 
termed  the  "  non-present,"  by  which  the  former  is  denoted  more  correctly 
than  the  elephant  Ib  expressed  by  "  tooth-haver." 

3  D  2 
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The  division  may  have   arisen  at  a  period  when,  though 
early  (so  early,  in  fact,  as  when   the  Greek  and  Sanscrit 
were  one),  the  augment  was  no  longer   conscious   of  its 
negative  power,  and  was  no  more  than   the  exponent  of 
past   time ;    but   the    reason  why   was    forgotten,   as,    in 
general,  the  portions  of  words  which  express  grammatical 
relations  then  first   become  grammatical   forms,  when  the 
reason  of  their  becoming  so  is  no  longer  felt,  and  the  «, 
which  expresses  the  nominative,  would   pass  as  the  ex- 
ponent of  a  certain  case  relation  only  when  the  perception 
of  its  identity  with  the  pronominal  base  sa  was  extinguished. 
539.  From  the  Latin  privative  prefix  in,  and  our  Ger- 
man ufif  I  should  not  infer — even  if,  as  is  highly  probable, 
they  are  connected  with  the  a  privative — ^that   the   nasal 
originally  belonged  to  the  word ;    for  here  three  witnesses 
— ^three  languages  in  fact — which,  in  most  respects,  exceed 
the  Latin  and  Grerman  in   the  true  preservation  of  their 
original  state,   speak   in   favour   of  the  common  opinion, 
that  the  nasal,  in  the  negative  particle  under  discussion,  in 
Sanscrit,   Zend,  and  Greek,  is  not  a  radical.      It  cannot, 
however,  surprise  us,  if  a  sound,  which  is  very  often  intro- 
duced for  the  sake  of  euphony,  has  remained  fixed  in  one 
or  more  of  the  cognate  dialects,  since  the  language  has, 
by  degrees,  become  so  accustomed  to  it  that  it   can  no 
longer  dispense  with  it.    We  may  observe,  moreover,  as  re- 
gards the  German  languages,  the  great  disposition  of  these 
languages,  even  without  euphonic  occasion,  to  introduce  an 
unorganic   n,  whereby  so  many  words  have  been   trans- 
planted from  the  vowel  declension   into   one  terminating 
with  a  consonant,  viz.  into  that  in  n,  or,  as  Grimm  terms 
it,   into   the  weak  declension ;    and   the  Sanscrit  vidhavd, 
"  widow,"  Latin   vidua,    Sclavonic  vdova  (at   once  theme 
and    nominative),    in    Gothic    is    in    the   theme    viduvdn 
(genitive  viduvdn-s),  whence  is  formed,  in   the   nominative, 
according  to  §.  140.,  by  rejecting  the  n,  viduvd.      If  an  was. 
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in  Sanscrit,  the  original  form  of  the  prefix  under  discus- 
sion, its  n  would  still  be  dropped,  not  only  before  conso- 
nants, but  also  before  vowels ;  for  it  is  a  general  rule  in 
Sanscrit,  that  words  in  n  drop  this  sound  in  the  beginning 
of  composites;  hence,  r^auf  "king,"  forms,  with  putra, 
r^-putrch  "  king's  son,"  and,  with  indrut  "  prince,"  rd- 
jtndroy  "  prince  of  kings,"  since  the  a  of  rAjan^  after  drop- 
ping the  71,  is  contracted  with  a  following  i  to  ^  (=a  + 1)« 
The  inseparable  prefixes,  however,  in  respect  to  the  laws 
of  sound,  follow  the  same  principles  as  the  words  which 
occur  also  in  an  isolated  state.  If  an,  therefore,  were  the 
original  form  of  the  above  negative  particle,  and  of  the 
augment  identical  with  it,  then  the  two  would  have  become 
separated  in  the  course  of  time,  for  this  reason,  that  the 
latter,  following  strictly  the  universal  fundamental  law, 
would  have  rejected  its  n  before  vowels  as  before  conso- 
nants ;    the  former  only  before  consonants. 

540.  In  §.  317.  we  have  deduced  the  Sanscrit  negative 
particles  a  and  na  from  the  demonstrative  bases  of  the  same 
sound,  since  the  latter,  when  taken  in  the  sense  of  "that,'' 
are  very  well  adapted  for  the  putting  off  of  a  thing  or  quality 
or  the  removing  it  to  a  distance.  If  an  were  the  original 
form  of  the  a  privative  and  of  the  augment,  then  the  demon- 
strative base  ^R  ana,  whence  the  Lithuanian  ana-s  or  an-s, 
and  the  Sclavonic  on, "  that,"  would  aid  in  its  explanation.  The 
identity  of  the  augment  with  the  privative  a  might,  however, 
be  also  explained,  which,  indeed,  in  essentials  would  be  the 
same,  by  assuming  that  the  language,  in  prefixing  an  a  to 
the  verbs,  did  not  intend  the  a  negative,  nor  to  deny  the 
presence  of  the  action,  but,  under  the  a,  meant  the  actual  pro- 
noun in  the  sense  of  ''  that,"  and  thereby  wished  to  transfer 
the  action  to  the  other  side,  to  the  distant  time  already  past ; 
and  that  it  therefore  only  once  more  repeated  the  same  course 
of  ideas  as  it  followed  in  the  creation  of  negative  expres- 
sions.   According  to  this  explanation,  the  augment  and  the  a 
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privative  would  rather  stand  in  a  fraternal  relation  than  in 
that  of  offspring  and  progenitor.  The  way  to  both  would 
lead  directly  from  the  pronoun,  while  in  the  first  method  of 
explanation  we  arrive*  from  the  demonstrative  of  distance, 
first  to  the  negation,  and  thence  to  the  expression  of  past 
time,  as  contrary  to  present.  According  to  the  last  exposi- 
tion, the  designation  of  the  past  through  the  augment  would 
be  in  principle  identical  with  that  in  which,  through  the 
isolated  particle  ^  gma,  the  present  receives  a  past  significa- 
tion. I  hold,  that  is  to  say,  this  sma  for  a  pronoun  of  the 
third  person,  which  occurs  declined  only  in  certain  cases  in 
composition  with  other  pronouns  of  the  third  person  (§§«  165. 
&c.),  and  in  the  plural  of  the  two  first  persons,  where  asmS 
means  (in  the  Veda  dialect)  properly  "land  she"  ("this, 
that  woman"),  yu-shmi,  **thou  and  she"  (§,333.).*  As  an 
expression  of  pest  time,  sma,  which  also  often  occurs  without 
a  perceptible  meaning,  must  be  taken  in  the  sense  of  "  that 
person,"  '*  that  side,"  "  there,"  as  W.  von  Humboldt  regards 
the  Tagalish  and  Tongian  expression  for  past  time  na,  which 
I  have  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  demonstrative  base 
na,  and  thus  indirectly  with  the  negative  particle  na;t  where 
I  will  further  remark  that  I  have  endeavoured  to  carry  back 
the  expression  for  the  future  also,  in  Tongian  and  Madagas- 
carian,  to  demonstrative  bases ;  viz.  the  Tongian  te  to  the 
Sanscrit  base  v  ta  (which  the  languages  of  New  Zealand  and 
Tahiti  use  in  the  form  te  as  article),  and  the  Madagascar 
ho  to  the  base  ii  sa  (§.  345.),  which  appears  in  the  Tongian 
he,  as  in  the  Greek  6,  as  the  article.! 


*  To  the  derivation  of  snui^  given  at  p.  464,  Rem.  t>  it  may  be  fiirther 
added,  that  it  may  alao  be  identified  with  the  pronominal  base  eva  (see 
§.  341.),  either  by  considering  its  m  as  a  liardened  form  of  v  (comp.  p.  114), 
or  vice  versa  the  v  of  «va  a  weakening  of  the  m  of  sma. 

t  See  my  Treatise  "On  the  Connection  of  the  Malay- Polynesian  Lan- 
guages with  the  Indo-European,"  pp.  100,  &c. 

X  L.  c.  pp.  101 ,  104. 
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541.  No  one  would  consider  the  circumstance  that,  in 
Greek,  the  augment  appears  in  the  form  e,  but  the  ne- 
gative particle  in  the  form  a,  which  is  identical  with  the 
Sanscrit,  as  a  valid  objection  against  the  original  identity 
or  relationship  of  the  two  particles;  for  it  is  extremely 
common  in  Greek  for  one  and  the  same  a  to  maintain 
itself  in  one  place,  and  be  corrupted  in  another  to  e;  as 
rervipa  and  reruipe  both  lead  to  the  Sanscrit  hUdpa,  which 
stands  both  in  the  first  and  in  the  third  person,  as  the  true 
personal  termination  has  been  lost,  and  only  the  conjunc- 
tive vowel  has  remained;  which  in  Greek,  except  in  the 
third  person  singular,  appears  everywhere  else  as  a.  It  is, 
however,  certain,  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Greek, 
we  should  hardly  have  supposed  the  augment  and  the  a 
privative  to  be  related,  as  the  spiritual  points  of  contact  of 
the  two  prefixes  lie  much  too  concealed.  Buttmann  derives 
the  augment  from  the  reduplication,  so  that  enrfrrov  would 
be  an  abbreviation  otrervirrov.  To  this,  however,  the  San- 
scrit opposes  the  most  forcible  objection,  in  that  it  contrasts 
with  the  imperfect  ervnrov  its  atdpanif  but  with  the  really 
reduplicated  rerwpa  its  ttdSpa.  The  Sanscrit  augmented 
tenses  have  not  the  smallest  connection  with  the  reduplicated 
perfect,  which,  in  the  repeated  syllable,  always  receives  the 
radical  vowel  (shortened,  if  long),  while  the  augment  pays  no 
regard  to  the  root,  and  always  uses  a.  If  i  were  the  vowel 
of  the  augment,  then  in  the  want  of  a  more  satisfactory  ex- 
planation, we  might  recognise  in  it  a  syllable  of  reduplica- 
tion, because  the  syllables  of  reduplication  have  a  tendency 
to  weakening,  to  a  lightening  of  their  weight ;  and  U  as  the 
lightest  vowel,  is  adapted  to  supply  the  place  of  the  heaviest 
a,  and  does,  also,  actually  represent  this,  as  well  as  its  long 
vowel,  in  the  reduplication-syllable  of  desideratives,*  and. 


*  Henoe  fripds,  ''to   wish   to  drink,"  fior  papda  or  pdpd$^  from  pd; 
pipatith^  '^  to  wish  to  cleave,"  for  papa  fish,  from  pat;  so,  also,  bibharmi, 

<'  I  cany," 
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in  a  certain  case,  supplies  the  place  of  the  vowel  u  too»  which 
is  of  DGiiddling  weight,  viz.  where,  in  the  second  aorist  in 
verbs  beginning  with  a  vowel,  the  whole  root  is  twice  given ; 

e.g,  ^Ph^H,  ^uninam  for  ^^HH, dununamt  from  uru  "to  di- 
minish." I  cannot,  however,  see  the  slightest  probability  in 
Potf  s  opinion  (Etym.  Forsch.  11.  73.),  that  the  a  of  the  aug- 
ment may  be  regarded  as  a  vowel  absolutely,  and  as  the  re- 
presentative of  all  vowels,  and  thus  as  a  variety  of  the  redu- 
plication. This  explanation  would  be  highly  suitable  for 
such  verbs  as  have  weakened  a  radical  a  to  u  or  i,  and  of 
which  it  might  be  said,  that  their  augment  descends  from  the 
time  when  their  radical  vowel  was  not  as  yet  u  or  i  but  a. 
But  if,  at  all  hazards,  the  Sanscrit  augment  should  be  consi- 
dered to  be  the  reduplication,  I  should  prefer  saying  that  a 
radical  U  i,Ut  H  has  received  Guna  in  the  syllable  of  repeti- 
tion, but  the  Guna  vowel  alone  has  remained;  and  thus 
avidam  for  ividam  (= aivaidam),  t\ds  from  v^vidam;  abddham 
for  dbddham  {^^aubaudham),  and  this  from  bdbddham. 

"  Remark. — According  to  a  conjecture  expressed  by  Hofer 
(Contributions,  p.  388),  the  augment  would  be  a  preposition 
expressing  '  with,'  and  so  far  identical  with  our  ge  of  parti- 
ciples like  gesagU  gemacht,  as  the  German  preposition,  which, 
in  Gothic,  sounds  ga  and  signifies  'with,'  is,  according  to 
Grimm's  hypothesis,  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  ^  sa,  ^ 
sam  (Greek  avv,  Latin  cum).  Of  the  two  forms  ^  sOf  W^sam, 
n  •  '* ' '  the  latter  occurs  only  in  combination  with  verbs,  the  former 
only  with  substantives.*  In  order,  therefore,  to  arrive  from 
8afn  to  the  augment  a,  we  must  assume  that,  from  the  earliest 


f 


**  I  cany,"  for  bahharmi,  from  bhar  {bhri) ;  tishth&m%^  "  I  stand,"  for 
tdshtdmij  see  §.  508. ;  in  Greek,  Biitofn  for  dodw/ui  (Sanscrit  daddmi) ;  and 
others. 

*  This  seems  to  require  qualification.  Sam  is  found  constantly  in 
combination  with  substantives,  as  in  ^^1^,  ^M^^rftT,  ^QPI^,  &c.  In 
some  cases  the  form  may  be  considered  as  derived  through  a  compound 
verb,  but  not  in  all,  as  in  the  instance  of  samanta. — H.  U.  W. 
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period,  that  of  the  identity  of  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek,  the 
said  preposition,  where  used  to  express  time,  has  laid  aside 
its  initial  and  terminating  sound,  like  its  body,  and  only 
preserved  the  soul,  that  is,  the  vowel ;  while,  in  the  common 
combination  with  verbs  the  a  and  m  of  sam  has  lived  as  long 
as  the  language  itself,  and  while,  in  German,  we  make  no 
formal  distinction  between  the  ge  which,  merely  by  an  error, 
attaches  itself  to  our  passive  particles,  and  that  which  accom- 
panies the  whole  verbs  and  its  derivatives,  as  in  gebdren,  Ge- 
burtf  geniessen,  Genus8.  If,  for  the  explanation  of  the  aug- 
ment, so  trifling  a  similarity  of  form  is  satisfeu^ry,  as  that 
between  a  and  sanh  then  other  inseparable  prepositions  pre- 
sent themselves  which  have  equal  or  greater  claim  to  be 
identified  with  the  expression  of  past  time;  for  instance, 
^1^  apof  **  from,"  "  away,"  and  ^i^  ava,  "  from,"  "  down," 
"oflT';  ^iflr a^i>  "over"  (atikram,  "to  go  over,"  also  "to 
pass,'*  '^to  elapse,'*  used  of  time).  We  might  also  refer  to 
the  particle  ^  sma,  mentioned  above,  which  gives  past 
meaning  to  the  present,  and  assume  the  rejection  of  its  dou- 
ble consonant.  It  is  certain,  however,  that  that  explanation 
is  most  to  the  purpose,  by  which  the  past  prefix  has  sufiered 
either  no  loss  at  all,  or,  if  an  is  assumed  to  be  the  original 
form  of  the  negative  particle,  only  such  as,  according  to 
what  has  been  remarked  above  (§.  539.),  takes  place  regu- 
larly at  the  beginning  of  compounds.  It  is  also  certain  that 
the  past  stands  much  nearer  to  the  idea  of  negation  than  to 
that  of  combination,  partly  as  the  augmented  preterites  in 
Greek  stand  so  far  in  contrast  to  the  perfect,  as  their  original 
destination  is,  to  point  to  past  time  and  not  to  express  the 
completion  of  an  action.  We  will  not  here  decide  how  far, 
in  Gothic  and  Old  High  German,  an  especial  preference  for 
the  use  of  the  particle  ga,  ge,  ia  to  he  ascribed  to  the  prete- 
rite ;  but  F.  Grimm,  who  was  the  first  to  refer  this  circum- 
stance to  the  language  (II.  843,  844),  adds  to  the  examples 
given  this  remark :  *  A  number  of  passages  in  Gothic  Old 
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High  German,  and  Middle  High  German,  will  exhibit  it  (the 
preposition  under  discussion)  as  well  before  the  present  as 
wanting  before  the  preterite*  even  where  the  action  might 
be  taken  as  perfect  I  maintain  only  a  remarkable  predi- 
lection of  the  particle  for  the  preterite,  and  for  the  rest  I 
believe  that  for  the  oldest  state  of  the  language,  as  in  New 
High  German,  the  ge  became  independent  of  temporal  diffe- 
rences. It  had  then  still  its  more  subtle  meaning,  which 
could  not  be  separated  from  any  tense.'  This  observation 
says  little  in  favour  of  Hofer's  opinion,  according  to  which, 
so  early  as  the  period  of  lingual  identity,  we  should  recog- 
nise in  the  expression  of  the  past  the  preposition  sam,  which, 
is  hypothetically  akin  to  our  preposition  ge.  Here  we  have 
to  remark,  also,  that  though,  in  Gothic  and  Old  High  German^ 
a  predominant  inclination  for  the  use  of  the  preposition  gfo* 
ge,  must  be  ascribed  to  the  preterite,  it  never  possessed  per 
8€  the  power  of  expressing  past  time  alone ;  for  in  gavaaida,  *  he 
dressed,'  gavaHdidun,  '  they  dressed^  (made  to  dress),  the  re- 
lation of  time  is  expressed  in  the  appended  auxiliary  verb^ 
and  the  preposition  gch  if  not  here,  as  I  think  it  is,  entirely 
without  meaning,  and  a  mechanical  accompaniment  or  prop 
of  the  root,  which,  through  constant  use,  has  become  insepa- 
rable, can  only  at  most  give  an  emphasis  to  the  idea  of  the 
verb.  At  all  events,  in  gavctsida  the  signification  which  the 
preposition  originally  had,  and  which,  however,  in  verbal 
combinations  appears  but  seldom  (as  in  ga-gri-man, '  to  come 
together"),  can  no  longer  be  thought  of." 

THE     AORIST. 

542.  The  second  Sanscrit  augmented-preterite,  which,  on 
account  of  its  seven  different  formations,  I  term  the  multi- 
form, corresponds  in  form  to  the  Greek  aorist,  in  such  wise, 
that  four  formations  coincide  more  or  less  exactly  with  the 
first  aorist,  and  three  with  the  second.^  The  forms  which 
coincide  with  the  first  aorist  all  add  s  to  the  root,  either 
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directly,  or  by  means  of  a  coDJunctive  vowel  i.  I  recognise 
in  this  8,  which,  under  certain  conditions,  becomes  v  sh  (see 
§.  21.  and  Sanscrit  Grammar,  §.  10  P.),  the  verb  substantive, 
with  the  imperfect  of  which  the  first  formation  agrees  quite 
exactly,  only  that  the  d  of  dgam,  &c.,  is  lost,  and  in  the  third 
person  plural  the  termination  its  stands  for  an,  thus  siis  for 
dsan.  The  loss  of  the  d  need  not  surprise  us,  for  in  it  the  aug- 
ment is  contained,  which,  in  the  compound  tense  under  dis- 
cussion, is  prefixed  to  the  root  of  the  principal  verb :  the 
short  a  which  remains  after  stripping  off  the  augment  might 
be  dropped  on  account  of  the  incumbrance  caused  by  com- 
position, so  much  the  easier,  as  in  the  present,  also,  in  its 
isolated  state  before  the  heavy  terminations  of  the  dual  and 
plural,  it  is  suppressed  (see  p.  670).  Thus  the  sma  of  akshdip- 
8ma,  "  we  did  cast,"  is  distinguished  from  smas,  "  we  are," 
only  by  the  weakened  termination  of  the  secondary  forms 
belonging  to  the  aorist.  In  the  third  person  plural,  when  us 
stands  for  an,  this  happens  because  iis  passes  for  a  lighter  ter- 
mination than  an  ;  and  hence,  in  the  imperfect  also,  in  the 
roots  encumbered  with  reduplication,  regularly  takes  the  place 
of  an;  hence,  abibhr-my  *they  bore,'"  for  abibhr-an;  and,  ac- 
cording to  die  same  principle,  akshdip-sus  for  akshdip-san,  on 
account  of  the  encumbering  of  the  root  of  the  verb  substan- 
tive by  the  preceding  attributive  root 

543.  Before  the  personal  terminations  beginning  with  t, 
th,  and  dh,  roots  which  end  with  a  consonant  other  than 
n,  reject  the  s  of  the  verb  substantive  in  order  to  avoid  the 
harsh  combination  of  three  consonants;  hence,  akshdip-ta, 
"  ye  did  cast'^for  qkshdip-sta,  as  in  Greek,  from  a  similar 
euphonic  reason,  the  roots  terminating  with  a  consonant  ab* 
breviate,  in  the  perfect  passive,  the  terminations  adov,  ade,  to 
00V,  Be ;  r€Tv<p0e,  TeTa^fc,  for  rervifHrde ;  Tera^de :  and  in 
Sanscrit,  from  a  similar  reason,  the  root  sthd,  "  to  stand," 
loses  its  sibilant,  if  it  would  come  directly  in  contact  with 
the  preposition  ul;  hence  tU-ihita,  "up-stood,"  for  ut-sthita. 


r 
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644.  For  a  view  of  the  middle  voice,  we  here  give  the 
imperfect  middle  of  the  verb  substantive,  which  is  scarcely 
to  be  found  in  isolated  use — 


SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

PLURAL. 

dsif 

dsvahi, 

dsmahi. 

ddhds, 

dsdthdm. 

dddhvam  or  ddhvam 

dsia, 

dsdtdm, 

dsata. 

545.  As  an  example  of  the  aorist  formation  under  dis- 
cussion, we  select,  for  roots  terminating  with  a  vowel, 
i(t  ni,  "  to  lead  f '  and,  for  roots  ending  with  a  consonant, 
ftp^  kship,  "  to  cast."'  The  radical  vowel  receives,  in  the 
former,  in  the  active,  Vriddhi ;  in  the  middle,  only  Guna, 
on  account  of  the  personal  terminations  being,  on  the 
average,  heavier ;  in  the  latter,  in  the  active,  in  like 
manner,  Vriddhi ;  in  the  middle,  no  increase  at  all, 

ACTIVE. 
BINOULAR.  DUAL.  PLURAL. 

andishamfOkshdipsanitandishvaf     akshdipwa,     andishma,     akshdipsmcu 
andishts,  akshdipsisy    andishtam,  akshdiptam,    andishfa,      akshdipla} 
andishttf    akshdipsit,    andishtdm,  akshdiptdm,    andishus,      akshdipsus. 

,  MIDDLE. 

(  .  anishif      akshipsU       an^shvahi,    akshipsvahi,    arvishmahU  akshipsmahL 

anSshthdSiokshipthdSf  anhhdthdm,akshipsdihdm,anMdhvamf  akshibdhvanu 
anishta,     akshipta,      anishdtdm^  akshipsdtdm,  anhhat(h      akshipsata.* 

1  Regarding  the  loss  of  the  s  see  §.  548*  >  Sh  for  «,  see  §.  21. 

*  Or  arUdhvam^  also  anedhtmm,  for  9  before  the  dh  of  the  personal  termi- 
nations either  passes  into  d^  or  is  rejected ;  and  for  dhvanty  in  this  and  the 
third  formation,  dhvam  also  may  be  used,  probably  from  the  earlier  ddvam, 
for  tkdvam.  *  Regarding  the  loss  of  the  n,  which  belongs  to  the 

personal  termination,  see  §.  469. 

546.   The  similarity  of  the  middle  akshipsi  to  Latin  per- 
fects   like   scripsi  is  very  surprising ;    jfor    only  the   aug- 
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ment  is  wanting  to  complete  a  perfect  countertype  of  the 
Sanscrit  form.  The  third  person  scripsit  answers  better 
to  the  active-  form  dkshAipsit,  which,  without  Vriddhi, 
would  sound  akshipsit :  the  Latin  vex  (vec-sif)  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  w^TTSJh^  avdkshit  of  the  same  import ;  and 
again,  veoci  corresponds  to  the  middle  avakshL  The  two 
languages  have,  from  a  regard  to  euphony,  changed  their 
h  before  the  s  of  the  verb  substantive  into  the  guttural 
tenuis,  and  k  requires,  in  Sanscrit,  ^  sh  for  ^  s  (see  p.  2l). 
The  comparison  of  vexi  with  avakshi  may  appear  the 
better  substantiated,  as  the  second  person  also  vexisti  can 
be  traced  back  to  a  middle  termination ;  viz.  to  thds  of 
akship'thds  (for  akshipsthds) ;  so  that  the  final  s  would  have 
been  dropped,  and  d  have  been  weakened  to  i.  I  now 
prefer  this  explanation  to  that  according  to  which  I  have 
formerly  identified  the  termination  sti  with  the  Sanscrit 
perfect  termination  tha;  and  in  general  I  consider  the 
Latin  perfect,  which,  according  to  its  meaning,  might  just 
as  well  have  been  called  aorist,  entirely  independent  of 
the  Greek  and  Sanscrit  perfect,  in  order  that,  in  all  its 
forms,  I  may  refer  it  to  the  aorist  In  this  no  great 
obstacles  stand  in  our  way ;  for  while  perfects  in  sif  at 
the  first  glance,  shew  themselves  to  be  aorists,  although  not 
so  readily  by  comparison  with  the  Greek  as  with  the 
Sanscrit,  even  cucurrif  momordif  cecini,  and  similar  forms, 
in  spite  of  their  reduplication,  do  not  oppugn  the  theory 
of  the  aorist  formation,  and  very  well  admit  of  being 
placed  beside  forms  like  ochuchuraTn,  middle  achuchuri  (from 
achUchurat),  from  chuTf  **  to  steal,"'  and  Grecian  forms,  as 
ev€(t>paSov,  errepvov,  of  which  more  hereafter.  They  would, 
therefore,  like  the  imperfect  and  the  aorists,  as  scripsU 
v3xU  mansi,  have  merely  lost  the  augment,  and  have  thus 
been  associated  with  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek  perfect 

547.  Perfects  like  scdbU  vtdU  ligU  fugu  f&ii^  exclusive  of 
the  lengthening  of  their  vowel,   might  be  compared   with 
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Sanscrit  aorists    like  vf^^^i^  cdipam,   middle    ulipi   (from 
alipdt),  and  Greek  as  eKnrov.      On    account  of  the  length- 
ening  of   the   vowel,   however,   this    comparison    appears 
inadmissihle ;    and   I    believe   that,   in  their   origin,  they 
agree  with  forms  like  scripai,  veodf  or  with  such  as  cucurrU 
tvJtudu      In   the  first   case,   the   lengthening  of  the  vowel 
must  pass  as  compensation  for  the  a  of  the  verb  substan- 
tive,  which  has  been   dropped,  on  the  same  principle  as 
that  on  which  divtsU  from  dividri,  on  account   of  the  loss 
of  the  c/,  has  lengthened  its   short  radical  vowel,  or  as  in 
Greek,  forms  like  fieKojs,  l<nd^9  iiiov^f  ieiKvv^,  Trwf,  rtdet^, 
in   compensation  for  the  loss   of  a   consonant,  have  re- 
ceived an  indemnification  in  preceding  vowel.      Still  closer 
lies  the  comparison  with    aorists    like  6^i;va,  ei/n;\a,  ev- 
ippava,   eoreAa,   efxetva.       It    is    certain  that  the   liquids, 
also,  must,  in  the  aorist,  have  originally  admitted  the  com- 
bination with  (T,  and  that  forms  like  eifniya-a  (as  in  Sanscrit, 
amansif  in  Latin,  mansi),  e^roKfra,  e<yreKicrat  have  existed,  and 
that  in  these  aorists  the   length  of  the  vowel  is  in  conse- 
quence of  the  suppression  of  the  <r.     But  if  Latin  perfects 
like  Ugu  fugU  according  to  their  origin,   should  fall  to  the 
Sanscrit   seventh    aorist   formation  {achuchuramf   aMnUtm^ 
or  asisilam  from  sit),  they  then  contain  a  concealed  redupli- 
cation, as,  according  to  Grimm,  do  our  preterites,  as  hiefs. 
Old  High  German  hiaz,  (  =  Gothic  haihait),  and  Mgi,  scdbit 
fugif  fddi,  le-egi,  sca-abU  fvrugu  fo-odk^  for  lelegi%  scacabit  &c., 
with   suppression  of  the  consonant  of  the  second  syllable, 
by  which  that  of  the  first  loses  the  appearance  of  a  con- 
sonant affixed  by  reduplication,  as  is  the  case  in  the  Greek 
ylvo^iai   from  yiyvoficu  (for  yi-yev-o-yLm^  where,  after  re- 
moving the  7  of  the  base  syllable,  the  syllable  ylv  receives 
the  appearance  of  a  radical  syllable,  while  in  fact  only  the  v 
represents  the  root.* 


*  A  Benares  also  (System  of  Roman  Sounds,  pp<41,  &c.),  explains 

forms 
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548.  I  must  decidedly  pronounce  forms  like  dpif  frtgi, 
fkif  to  be  reduplicated,  and  I  have  already  done  this, 
when  I  recognised  in  them  true  perfects.*  As  perfects, 
they  would  be  analogous  to  Sanscrit  forms  like  iif^n 
tipima, '  "  we  atoned,*"*  of  which  hereafter.  As  aorists, 
they  have  IV^^  anHanif  *'  I  was  ruined,"  for  their  proto- 
type, which  I  deduce  from  ananisam,  by  dropping  the  n 
of  the  second  syllable ;  and  I  refer  it  to  the  seventh  aorist 
formation,  while  the  Indian  grammarians  regard  it  as  an 
anomaly  of  the  sixth.  Therefore,  like  W^^  anisam  from 
ana(n)iiafnf  I  regard  dpi  as  a  contraction  of  ccudpit  as  the 
Latin  e  as  a  colliquidation  of  a  +  i  frequently  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  e;  e.g.  in  Umr,  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit 
dtvar  {dhri).  With  r^ard  to  the  second  syllable  of  the 
pre-supposed  forms  like  cadpu  faficu  we  may  compare  such 
perfects  as  cecinU  tetigi,  which  in  like  manner,  on  account 
of  the  root  being  loaded  with  the  reduplication,  have 
weakened  the  radical  a  to  i  The  forms  dpi,  fSci,  &c., 
must,  however,  have  arisen  at  a  period  where  the  law  had 
not  as  yet  been  prescribed  to  the  syllables  of  reduplication 
of  replacing  the  heaviest  vowel  a  by  e,  but  when  as  yet 
the  weakening  of  the  radical  vowel  in  the  syllable  of  the  base 
was  sufficient.  But  if  the  previous  existence  of  forms 
like  cfwipU  faficif  is  not  admitted,  and  cecipU  fefici^  are 
made  to  precede   the   present  dpi,  fUcif    we   must    then 


forms  Vkefodiffudi,  from  reduplication,  but  assumes  the  dropping  of  the 
syllable  of  reduplication  and  the  lengthening  of  the  radical  syllable  in 
*  compensation  for  its  loss,  against  which  T  have  expressed  my  opinion  in 
the  Beriin  Jahrb.  (Jan.  1838,  p.  10) ;  since  this  explanation,  unlike  the 
re-active  effect  of  a  suppression,  by  compensation  in  the  preceding  sylla- 
ble, has  no  other  analogous  case  to  corroborate  it. 

*  In  my  Review  of  Senary 's  System  of  Roman  Sounds  (Berlin  Jahrb. 
1.  c.  p.  10).  Since  then.  Pott,  also,  in  his  Review  of  the  same  book  (in  the 
Hall.  Jahrb.)  has  mentioned  this  case,  but  declared  himself,  without  suffi- 
cient grounds  in  my  opinion,  against  my  view  of  the  matter. 
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deduce  dpi  from  ceipit  fid  from  fetch  in  such  wise  that 
the  first  vowel  absorbs  the  second,  and  thereby  becomes 
long,  just  as  I  have  already,  in  my  System  of  Conjugation, 
deduced  conjunctives  like  legdst  legdmus,  from  kgcus, 
kgatmus.  The  form  6gi  has  this  advantage  over  other 
perfects  of  the  kind,  that  it  has  not  lost  a  consonant 
between  the  two  elements  of  which  its  i  is  composed,  i.e. 
between  the  syllable  of  repetition  and  that  of  the  base :  it 
is  the  contraction  of  a-igi  or  c-iyi,  and  therefore,  together 
with  Mi,  imU  if  the  latter  are  likewise  regarded  as  redu- 
plicated forms  (from  e-cdi,  e-emi),  deserves  particular  notice. 
As  we  ascribe  an  aoristic  origin  to  the  Latin  perfects,  we 
might  also  see  in  igU  idU  imi,  a  remnant  of  the  augment. 

549.   I  return  to  the   second  person  singular  in  du      If 
in  ti,  of  serpsisti,  vexisti,  cucurrvtti,  dpisiis  we  recognise  the 
Sanscrit   medial   termination   thds,  and   in   the    whole   an 
aorist,  then  serpsisti  does  not  answer  so  exactly  to  akship" 
thds  for  akshipstds  as  to  the  fourth  aorist  formation,  which, 
indeed,  is  not  used  in  the  middle,  and  in  roots  ending  with 
a  Consonant,  not  in   the  active  also,  but  which  originally 
can  scarcely  have  had  so   confined  a  use  as  in   the   pre- 
sent state  of  the  language ;  and,  together  with  the  active 
aydsUham  (from  yd,  **  to  go  "),  we  might  expect  the  previous 
existence  of  a  middle,  whence  the  second  person  would  be 
ayd-sishthASf  in  which  forms  like  serpsisti  are,  as  it  were, 
reflected.      The   Sanscrit  i^  srip  (from   sarp),  would,  ac- 
cording to  this  formation,  if  it  were  used  in  the  middle,  pro- 
duce asrip'sishthds.      We  may  notice,  also,  with  regard  to 
the  s  which  precedes  the  t  in  the  forms  serpsisti,  serpstsstis, 
which,  in  §.  454.,  has  been  explained  as  an  euphonic  addi- 
tion, that  the  Sanscrit  precative,  which  in  the  middle  like- 
wise unites  the  s  of  the  verb  substantive  with  the   root 
(either  directly,  or   through  a  conjunctive  vowel  i),  pre- 
fixes another  s,  which  is,  perhaps,  merely  euphonic,  to  the 
personal   terminations  beginning   with   t  or  th,  which  «, 
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through  the  influence  of  the  preceding  {,  becomes  sh.  The 
second  person  singular  of  the  root  srip,  if  it  were  used  in 
the  middle,  would  be  sripsishthds,  to  which  the  Latin 
9erp9idi  approaches  closely,  where,  however,  it  is  to  be 
observed,  that  the  i  of  the  Latin  serp-s-i-sti  is  only  a  con- 
junctive  vowel,  while  the  i  of  imJiviH^  sripstshthds  expresses 
the  relation  of  mood.  The  third  person  singular  is 
sripsishkh  the  second  and  third  person  dual,  sripsiydsthdmt 
gripsiydsldm ;  but  the  second  sibilant  does  not  extend 
farther;  eg.  the  first  person  plural  is  no  more  sripsish- 
mahif  than,  in  Latin,  serpsismug,  but  sripsimahU  like  «erp- 
nmus.  Yet  the  Sanscrit  readily  admits  the  combination 
9hm;  for  it  uses,  according  to  the  third  aorist  formation, 
aMdhukmOf  **  we  knew,''^  middle,  abddhishmahu 

550.  In  support  of  the  opinion,  that,  in  the  second 
person  singular  of  the  Latin  aorists,  which  are  called 
perfects,  a  middle  termination  is  contained,  which,  however, 
has  lost  sight  of  this  origin,  and  passes  as  a  common 
active,  I  will  call  attention  to  the  tact,  that  even  in  Greek, 
in  spite  of  its  possessing  a  perfect  middle  voice,  an  original 
middle  form  has,  in  a  particular  case,  taken  its  position  in 
the  active  voice ;  for,  in  the  third  person  plural  imperfect, 
T€(m6vT(ap  corresponds  almost  as  exactly  as  possible  to 
the  Sanscrit  middle  tarpantdm.  In  languages  in  which 
the  middle,  as  a  v(»ce,  is  wanting,  individual  formal  rem- 
nants of  that  voice  can  have  been  only  maintained,  where 
they  fill  up  the  place  of  any  hiatus,  which  has  arisen  in 
the  active,  or  stand  beside  an  active  termination,  which 
has  been  likevdse  retained,  bearing  the  same  meaning  as 
it  does,  and  being,  as  it  were,  a  variation  of  it ;  as  in  Irish, 
in  the  first  person  plural,  together  with  the  form  mar 
a=  Sanscrit  mas,  Latin  mus,  Greek  /xec),  a  maoid  exists, 
which  at  will  assumes  its  place,  and  which  I  have  already 
elsewhere  compared   with   the   Zend    mmdM,  and  Greek 

3  E 
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fieOa,  for  which  the  Sanscrit  gives  mah6,  as  an  abbreviation 
of  madM  (§.  472.). 

551.  As  regards  the  Latin  first  person  singular  in  n, 
in  spite  of  the  striking  resemblance   of  forms  like  avakshu 
amami,  the  coincidence  may  so   far  be   said   to   be  acci- 
dental, as  their  i  may  be  explained  as  a  weakening  of  a, 
so   that  the  termination  si  of  Latin  perfects  would  corre- 
spond to  the  Greek  ca  of  eKv-aa,  erxnt-aa.      I  am  really  of 
opinion,  that  the  Latin  forms  in  si  do  not  correspond  to 
the  Sanscrit   first  aorist  formation,  but,    at  least  for  the 
majority  of  persons,  to  the  second,  which,  like  the  Grecian 
first  aorist,  inserts  an  a  between  the  s  of  the  verb  sub- 
stantive and  the  personal  terminations.      This  a  is  treated 
nearly  as,  in  the  special  tenses,  the  a  of  the  first  and  sixth 
class  (see  §.  109*^.  1.),  viz.  lengthened,  in  the  first  person 
dual  and  plural,  before  va  and  ma.     As,  then,  the  a  of  vah- 
a-«,  vah'Oriif  vah-a-thaf  appears  in  the  Latin  veh-i-St  vehA-U 
veh'i-tiSi  as  t,  in  like  manner  the  d  of  vah-d-mus  appears 
as  i  in  veh-i-mus  ;  so  that  we  soon  arrive  at  the  conjecture 
that  the   i  of  diosi-sth  dicsi-49  dtc-si-muSf  dic'si-stis,  is  a 
weakening  of  a,  and  that  therefore  si  corresponds  to  the 
Greek  ea,  the  Sanscrit  sa,  sd  (euphonic  sha,  shd) ;  thus,  die- 
si-mus  ==  eSeiK^a^fJLev,    adik-shd-ma  ;    dic-si'stis = eSe«c-<ra-Te, 
adik'sha-ta.       The   connection,   therefore,  between  vec-si-t 
and  the  Sanscrit  avdk-shi-4  would  not  be   so  close,  as   I 
before   assumed,   and   for   avdk-shi-t  we   should  have   to 
imagine  a  form  of  the  second  formation — ^thus  avak'sha-t- 
in   order  to  compare  with  it  vec-si-t,  as   dic-si-t  actually 
answers  to  adtk-sha-i  (Greek  eSetK-ae  from  eSe/ic-cra-T,  com- 
pare eSe/ic-cra-To).      In  the  second  person,  dic-si-sti  answers 
to  the  Sanscrit  middle  adik'sha-thds,  "thou  shewest,""  if 
the  8,  which  precedes  the  (,  is  only  of  a  euphonic  nature, 
and  introduced  by  the  inclination  of  the  ^  to  a  preceding  s. 
552.  But  even   if  the   Latin  perfect  forms  in  si  are 
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allotted  to  the  Sanscrit  second  and  Greek  first  aorist  for- 
mation,  still  it  remains  most  highly  probable  that  the 
first  person  singular  belongs  to  the  middle  voice ;  for  the 
vowel  a  of  the  aorist  formation  under  discussion  is  rejected 
in  Sanscrit  before  the  termination  i  of  the  first  person 
middle ;  and  while,  according  to  the  analogy  of  the  imper- 
fect, adiksM  (^adik-sha-i)  might  be  expected,  instead  of 
it  is  found  adik-shi  in  most  exact  accordance  with  the 
Latin  dicsL  From  the  active  form  adiksham  it  is  a  dif- 
ficult step  to  the  Latin  cUai ;  for  although,  in  Greek,  a 
final  m  is  sometimes  entirely  lost,  and,  for  example,  eiei^a 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  adikshamt  and,  in  the  accusative 
singular  of  bases  ending  with  a  consonant,  a  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  am  (ttoSoc,  padam,  pedem) ;  yet,  in  Latin,  the 
final  m  of  the  Sanscrit  has,  in  similar  cases,  always  been 
retained ;  for  example,  in  the  first  person  the  blunt  ter- 
mination of  the  secondary  forms  has  been,  without  excep- 
tion, maintained,  in  pireference  to  the  more  full  mi  of  the 
primary  forms ;  thus,  dic&am,  dUcam,  dicerem^  dixerim:  and 
so  it  is  highly  probable  that,  in  the  perfect  also,  cUxim 
would  be  said,  if  the  first  person  was  based  on  the  Sanscrit 
active  adikshamj  and  not  on  the  middle.  It  is  certain  that, 
at  the  period  of  the  unity  of  the  languages,  the  abbreviated 
forms  adikshi  could  not  as  yet  have  existed,  but  for  it,  per- 
haps, adikshama  or  adikshamdm  (  =  eiet^afviv,  see  §.  471.).  But 
even  these  forms  conduct  us  more  readily  than  adiksham 
to  the  Latin  dixh  since  the  first  person  singular  in  Latin 
has  lost  its  termination  exactly  where  another  vowel  stood 
after  the  m. 

553.  In  the  third  person  plural,  the  Latin  dixirurd  ap- 
parently corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek  adikshan, 
eSei^av,  It  scarcely  admits  of  any  doubt,  that  the  r  has  pro- 
ceeded from  8  (as  is  common  between  two  vowels),  and 
thaty  therefore,  in  dic-s&runt  for  dic-sisufd  (as  eramf  erot  for 
esamf    eso),  the  auxiliary  verb  is   twice   contained*   or  is 
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reduplicated,  whether  this  form  belongs  to  the  San- 
scrit fourth  formation,  where  a-yd-sishus  has  proceeded 
from  a-yd-sishantt  or,  as  is  more  probable,  the  third  person, 
first  on  Roman  ground,  and  after  the  aim  and  origin 
of  the  8  of  dic'Si  had  been  forgotten,  felt  the  necessity  for 
being  clearly  invested  with  the  verb  substantive.  This 
distinctness,  however,  subsequently  became  indistinct. 
As  regards  this  superiority  of  the  third  person  plural 
to  the  other  persons,  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  phe- 
nomenon, that,  in  Greek,  eriOe^a-v,  eSe-c-a-Vt  are  used,  but 
not  erifle-<ra-/xev ;  eTide^aa-re,  not  eOe-fra-^evy  ede-aa-re.  The 
short  termination  not  forming  a  syllable  may  have  &voured 
the  annexation  of  the  auxiliary  verb :  this  reason,  how- 
ever, did'  not  exist  in  the  middle  passive  ;  hence,  eriOe-vro, 
not  eri^e-ira-vTo.  The  Prakrit  regularly  annexes,  in  the  first 
person  plural  of  the  present  and  imperative,  the  verb  sub- 
stantive, without  extending  it  to  the  second  and  third 
person,  as,  irast^gaehchhamha  (mha  from  w  «ma),  "  we  go.^'* 
554.  To  return  to  the  Latin  dixirurdt  we  might,  instead 
of  it,  expect  dixeruntf  with  short  ?,  as  i  before  r  is  readily 
replaced  by  e :  the  long  e,  however,  is  just  as  surprising 


*  Seep.  110;  and  comp.  Lassen  Institutiones  lAng.  IVacr.,  pp.  192, 
326 ;  Eswi  sur  le  Paii,  p.  181 ;  Hofer  De  Pracr.  Dial.^  p.  184.  As  Pro- 
fessor Lassen  has,  in  this  place,  recognised  the  verb  substantive,  and  been 
the  first  to  remark  it,  although  it  is  in  like  manner  represented  only  by 
a  single  letter,  it  is  difficult  to  conceive  why  he  prefers  to  recognise  in  the 
tf,  which,  in  several  Sanscrit,  Greek,  and  Latin  tenses,  extends  to  all  the 
persons  of  the  three  numbers,  rather  the  old  '^everywhere"  and  '^ no- 
where," than  the  verb  substantive  (Ind.  Biblioth.  III.  p.  76).  Such  con- 
tradiction must  appear  to  me  more  flattering  than  to  hear  that  the  verb 
substantive  was  so  palpable  in  the  places  mentioned,  especially  in  San- 
scrit, that  it  could  not  escape  even  the  most  short-sighted  eye.  I  must 
certainly  consider  it  honourable  to  me  to  have  perceived  so  long  ago  as 
the  year  1816  that  which  astonishes  Professor  Lassen  in  1830,  whose 
acuteness  has  been  so  abundantly  testified  in  other  departments  of  San- 
scrit philology. 
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as  that  of  dic-i-bam  for  dioi-bam  ;  and  it  may  be  added  to 
what  was  remarked  in  §.  527.,  that  the  6  of  legi-bam  and 
that  of  legi^runt  probably  rest  on  the  same  principle, 
that  in  both  forms  the  originally  short  vowel  has  been 
lengthened,  that  the  whole  might  gain  more  power*  to 
bear  the  appended  auxiliary  verb.  From  this  principle 
may  also  be  explained  the  Viiddhi  increase  of  v4|^P^ 
okshAip^amf  which  does  not  prevent  the  assumption,  that 
on  account  of  the  preponderating  weight  of  the  middle 
terminations,  this  vowel  increase  has  been  withdrawn,  in 
order  not  to  make  the  whole  too  unwieldy.  Remark  the 
case  already  mentioned,  that  the  imperative  termination 
f^  dhi  has  preserved  its  full  form  only  under  the  pro- 
tection of  a  preceding  consonant ;  and  in  the  Gothic  pre- 
terite all  verbs  which  have  a  long  vowel  or  diphthong 
in  the  root,  and  a  part  of  those  with  a  before  a  doubled 
consonant,  on  account  of  this  powerful  formation  can  bear 
the  syllable  of  reduplication.  But  if  only  powerful  forms 
can  bear  certain  burthens,  it  need  not  surprise  us,  if  the 
language,  in  order  to  extend  to  its  vocables  the  requisite 
capacity,  introduces  a  lengthening  of  vowels,  or  diphthongi- 
zations,  which  have  this  object  alone.  It  is  probable 
that,  in  Sanscrit,  a  middle  also,  with  At  for  i,  corresponded 
to  the  abovementioned  akshdipsam  (§.  544),  and  the  abbre- 
viation may  have  commenced,  through  the  re-acting  in- 
fluence of  the  personal  terminations  of  the  middle,  which 

ft 

were  heavy  at  the  time  when  no  abbreviation  existed — at 
a  period  when  the  language  was  no  longer  conscious  that 
the  great  vowel  fulness  of  cikshdipsam  was  occasioned  for 
this  very  reason,  in  order  to  afford  a  more  powerful  sup- 
port for  the  burthen  of  the  auxiliary  verb. 

555.  The  formation  of  the  aorist  under  discussion,  in 
spite  of  its  wide  difiusion  in  Greek  and  Latin,  is,  in  San- 
scrit, of  only  limited  use,  and  has  been  retained  only 
in  roots  in   s,  sh,   and   h,   without,   however,   necessarily 
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belonging  to  those  letters,  or  extending  to  all  roots  willi 
these  terminations,  as  before  s  they  all  pass  into  k.  On 
account  of  the  k,  according  to  §.  21.»  the  s  of  the  auxiliary 
verb  is  changed  into  sh  ;  and  thus  ksh  of  adikshamf  adikshi, 
**  I  shewed/'  corresponds  to  the  Greek  and  Latin  x  i=ks) 
of  eSet^a,  dixi.*  I  annex  a  general  view  of  the  complete 
conjugation  of  the  two  active  forms — 

SINGULAR. 
BANSOaiT.  eRBBK.  LATIN. 

adik-sha-my    adUcshif  eJe/#c-o"a,         eieiK-o'a'fjajVf    dic-si. 

adik-sha-s,      adik-sha-thds,       eSeiK-a-a-i,     e5€iVc-<r«,  dic-si-stu 

adik'sha-tf      adik-sha-tat  eJeiK-cre,         eieiK-a^ctrro,      dic-9i'L 

DUAL. 

adik^shA-vd,    adtk-shdrvahU        ....  eSeiK-^a^fxedov,  .... 

adik'shortamy  adtk-shA-thAm     eieiK-aa-rov,  kieiK-fra'Crdov,    .... 
adik-sha-tdfn,  adik-shd'tdm,^      eJeiic-cra^n/v,  eJeiK-c-a-crft/v,    .... 

PLURAL. 

adik-shd-ma,  adik-shd-mahu      eSeiK-aa-fiev,  eSeiK-ad-fieda,  dicn-mus- 
adih-shartoy    adisk-sha-dhvamy  eSeU'COrre,  eSetK-a'a-^de,    dicH-^siis. 
adik-sha-Th     adik-sha-nta,        eieiK-ca-Vf     eSe/ic-cra-vro,    dicsS-runt. 

1  Ftowl  adUcsha^Midm.  ^  From  odtk-shaMam, 

556.  As  the  Sanscrit,  in  its  periphrastic  formation  of 
the  reduplicated  preterite,  of  which  we  will  speak  more  in 
detail  hereafter,  together  with  Art,  "  to  make,''  applies  the 
two  roots  of  "  to  be,"  since  chSraydmrdsa,  like  ch&raydm- 
babhuvoy  signifies  '*  I "  and  "  he  stole ;"  so  the  Latin,  also, 
for  its  aorist  perfects,  has  called  in  the  aid  both  of  ES 
and  FU.  From  FU  \  have  already,  in  my  System  of 
Conjugation,  derived  the  syllable  vU  m,  of  ama-^U  audi-vi, 
and  mon-ui.    I  think,  however,  I  have  been  wrong  in  com- 


*  The  connection  ofdico  with  ieucw/u  is  unacknowledged :  remark  the 
mode  of  expression  dioia  catud. 
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paring  the  v  and  u  of  vU  uU  with  ihef  ofJuL  It  appears 
better,  instead  of  rejecting  the  u  otfuU  to  assume  that  the 
/  has  been  dropped ;  just  as  in  duo  the  d^  in  vigirdU  bis, 
bi  (bi-pes),  has  been  lost,  or  as,  in  Tongian,  tui  corresponds 
to  the  New  Zealand  duo,  **  two ""  (= Sanscrit  dva). 

557.  The  u  of  (f)td,  according  to  the  prevailing  principle^ 
has  been  changed  between  two  vowels  into  v,  but  with  a  con- 
sonant preceding  it  is  retained;  hence  amavi,  audivh  con- 
trasted with  monuL  Fui  found  occasion  for  abbreviation  in 
the  incumbrance  of  the  preceding  principal  verb,  according 
to  the  same  principle  as  that  by  which  the  first  syllable  of 
the  Latin  decern,  decim  {undednif  duodecim),  has  escaped  the 
French  contractions  like  douze,  treize,  or  as  the  d  of  the  num- 
ber "  ten,"  in  several  Asiatic  and  European-Sanscrit  dialects, 
is  weakened  to  r  or  /.* 

558.  The  most  convincing  proof  that  in  amavi,  audivi, 
monui,  is  contained  the  verb  substantive,  is  furnished  by 
polui;  for  this  form  belongs  to  a  verb,  throughout  which  the 
combination  with  the  verb  substantive  prevails.  The  tenses 
from  ES,  which  are  in  use,  select  -this  root ;  thus,  pos-sum 
(from  pot'sum),  pot'eram,  pot-ero,  pos-sim,  pos-sem;  but  the 
perfect  must  betake  itself  to  FU,jvi;  hence  |>o^-ui,  for  po^- 
fui,  which  would  be  inadmissible.  Pof-fui  might  have  been 
expected,  but  the  language  preferred  abandoning  one  of  the 
irreconcileable  consonants ;  and  it  would  be  difficult  for  any 
one,  on  account  of  the  loss  of  the/,  to  declare  the  ioTmpotui, 
contrary  to  the  analogy  of  all  the  other  tenses,  to  be  simple. 
But  itpat-m  is  compounded,  then  the  application  of  this  un- 
mistakeable  hint  of  the  language  with  regard  to  mon-uU  ama- 
vi, oudi-vt,  s^-vt,  si-vi,  m6-vi,  is  apparent  of  itself.  We  may 
observe,  that  this  vi,  also,  just  as  6am  and  runt  (legi-bam,  legi- 


*  P.  435,  &c.  From  the  same  come  the  Mai.  and  Jayan.  Uu  and  Mal- 
divian  hs  of  forms  like  duorh-ias  (Mai.),  ro-Uu  (Jav.),  ro-fo»  (Maldiv.), 
"  twelve." 
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runt,  scripsi-runt),  feels  the  necessity  of  being  supported  by 
a  long  vowel ;  and  hence,  in  place  of  the  short  vowel  of  sero, 
solum,  sitno,  sUurrh  moveo,  motum,  exhibits  a  long  one  (com- 
pare §§.  527.  554.). 

559.  In  order  that  the  perfects  in  ui,  vi,  may,  from  their 
origin,  appear  as  aorists,  we  must  carry  back  the  simple /ai 
itself  to  an  aorist,  and  this  is  easily  done.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  observe  the  close  connection  between /ut<  and  the  Sanscrit 
and  Greek  aorist  a-bh^t,  e<f>v{T).  On  account  of  its  personal 
sign  tyfuit  answers  less  to  babhAva,  iriipvKe,  if  the  loss  of  the 
syllable  of  reduplication  is  admitted  as  readily  as  that  of 
the  augment.     I  shall  return  hereafter  to  this  subject 

560.  The  third  Sanscrit  aorist  formation  is  distinguished 
from  the  second  in  this,  that  the  auxiliary  verb  is  connected 
with  the  root  of  the  attributive  verb  by  means  of  a  conjunc- 
tive vowel  i.  Through  the  influence  of  this  i  the  s  is  changed 
into  sh,  but  is,  at  the  same  time,  preserved  from  suppression 
in  those  cases  where  the  first  formation,  to  avoid  the  accu- 
mulation of  three  consonants,  drops  the  sibilant  (see  §.  543.). 
While  kshipf  in  the  second  person  plural,  exhibits  akshdipta 
for  akshdipsta,  from  budhf  "  to  know,**  comes,  in  the  same 
person,  abSdh-i-stha.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  third  forma- 
tion in  the  second  and  third  person  singular  active,  the  sibi- 
lant is  lost,  and  the  conjunctive  vowel  is  lengthened  in  com- 
pensation, as  it  appears  to  me,  for  this  loss ;  hence,  abSdh-i-s, 
"thou  knewest,"  abddh-i't,  "he  knew,"  in  contrast  with 
abddh-i'shamr  and  all  the  other  persons.  I  believe  I  per- 
ceive the  ground  of  this  isolation  in  this,  that,  as  the  second 
and  third  person  singular  have  a  simple  s  and  t  for  their  ter^ 
minations,  the  retention  of  the  sibilant  would  occasion  the 
forms  abddhiksh  (euphonic  {or  abodhish-i),  abddhisIU;  whence;, 
according  to  a  universal  law  of  sound  (see  §.  94.),  the  last 
consonant  would  have  to  be  rejected.  In  the  case  before  us, 
however,  the  language  preferred,  for  the  sake  of  perspicuity, 
rather  to  give  up  the  auxiliary  verb  than  the  personal  sign* 
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although,  in  the  imperfect,  the  case  frequently  occurs  that  the 
second  and  third  person  singular  are  of  the  same  sound,  be- 
cause they  have  lost  their  distinguishing  mark;  hence, 
abibhar,  avak,  signify  both  **  thou  didst  carry,*"  *'  thou  didst 
speak,^'  and  " he  did  carry,"  '*  he  did  speak'';  in  the  first  case 
for  abibhat-shf  avak-sh  (s  after  r  and  it  becomes  «A),  in  the 
second  for  abibhar-f,  avak-t  I  annex  the  full  formation  of 
ab6dh"ir9hjam  and  its  middle,  with  the  remark,  that  the  radical 
vowel  in  roots  ending  with  a  consonant  receives  Guna  in  the 
two  active  forms ;  while  roots  ending  with  a  vowel,  as  in  the 
first  formation,  have  in  the  active,  Vriddhi,  in  the  middle, 
Guna ;  e,  g.  andvishamf  anavishU  from  nu,  "  to  praise/' 


SINGULAR. 

abSdh't-shanif 

ab6dk-t-8t 

abddh't't 


abScOiri'Shi, 

abMhri-shth&Si 

abSdh-ishthoy 


ACTIVE. 
DUAIi. 

abodh'i-shfxit 

abddh-i-shtamy 

abSdh-i-shtdm, 

MIDDLE. 

abddh'i'shvahU 

abddh'i-shdthdm^ 

abddh'i-shdtdnif 


PLURAL. 

abddh'i-shmcu 

abddh-i'shUh 
abodh'i'shiLSt 

abddhrv-shmahu 

abMh-i-ddhvanu 

abddh-i-shaia. 


1  Aocordiiig  to  the  law  of  sound  for  abSdisdhvam,  >  Regarding  the 

rejection  of  n,  see  §.  469.,  and  compare  Ionic  forms  like  ireiravarat* 

561.  The  contrast  of  abddUiis,  abddhit,  with  abddhisham 
and  all  other  forms  combined  with  the  verb  substantive  is 
very  remarkably  in  accordance  with  the  phenomenon,  that 
the  Old  Sclavonic  preterite,  in  which  we  have  recognised 
the  Indo-Greek  aorist  (see  §.  2.55.  m.),  has  likewise,  in  the 
second  and  third  person  singular,  dropped  the  verb  substan- 
tive, but  retained  it  in  all  the  other  persons.    But  from  forms 

like  ^nH)^  abddhisf  wft^lt^  (Mdhit,  the  final  consonant 
also,  in  Sclavonic,  must  be  dropped,  because  the  Sclavonic  ge- 
nerally, according  to  the  conjecture  expressed  in  §.  255.  L^  has 
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lost  all  the  original  final  consonants ;  hence  bit  ah  bMU  "  thou 
didst  wake,'"  answers  to  wit^i^abddh'i's/'  thou  didst  know/^ 
or  *'  didst  awake '';  bit  ah  biidif  "  he  did  awake,''  to  "VwNhr 
abddhit,"he  did  know,"  "he  did  awake "";  and  on  the  other 
hand,  Btf  ahCtb,  bud-i-de,  ''  ye  did  awake,''  to  inMiv  abddhr 
i^nhtot  "  ye  did  know,"  "  ye  did  awake."  I  annex  the  whole 
for  comparison,  in  which,  however,  the  remarks  of  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph  are  not  to  be  overlooked. 


SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

t 

SANSCRIT. 

OLD  8CLAY. 

SANSOniT. 

OLD  SCLAV. 

abddh-i'shamt 

bud-ikhf 

abSdh-i-shvOt 

bud'i-chovcu^ 

abddh'i'S, 

bud-i-. 

abSdh-i'shtanif 

bud'i'Hcu 

abddh'i'U 

bud-i'. 

abddh-i'shtdm, 

PLURAL. 

bud'i'da. 

SANSCRIT.  OLD  SOLAYONia 

abSdh'tshma,  bud-i-khom* 

abddh'i-shta,  bud-i-ste. 

abddh'i-shus,  bud-i-aha. 


1  See  §.  255.  m. 


*  See  §§.  255.  m.  563. 


562.  The  preceding  comparison  furnishes  one  of  the 
fairest  parallels  which  can  be  anywhere  drawn  between 
the  Sanscrit  and  its  European  sister  idioms.  The  agree- 
ment of  the  two  languages,  however,  if  we  go  back  to  their 
original  forms,  is  not  quite  so  perfect  as  might  be  at  first 
glance  believed.  The  i  of  the  Sclavonic  bud-d-kh  is,  for 
instance,  in  its  derivation,  different  from  the  i  of  the  Sanscrit 
abddhri'sham ;  for  bud-i-ti,  "  to  wake,"  does  not  correspond 
to  the  Sanscrit  primitive  verbs,  whence  proceeds  abddhrir 
aharrif  but  to  the  causal  bddhaydmU  "I  make  to  know/*" 
"  bring  to  consciousness,"  "  wake  " ;  on  which  account  we 
have  above  compared  (§.447.)  the  second  person  present 
biid'i-s^  with  bSdh-ayah-sU  and  in  §.  505.  identified  the  middle 
i  of  bud-i'ti  with  the  character  aya  of  the  Sanscrit  tenth 
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class,  with  which  the  causal  forms  agree.  In  spite  of  this, 
the  circumstance  that  the  Sclavonic  verhs  in  general  retain 
their  class  syllables  in  the  tense  under  discussion,  produces, 
in  the  preterite,  a  remarkable  similarity  between  such  verbs 
as  have  i  as  the  derivati<m  vowel  and  the  Sanscrit  third  for. 
mation  of  the  aorist,  although,  in  fact,  the  Sclavonic  preterite 
belongs  to  the  first  Sanscrit  aorist  formation.  Compare 
A^X  ^"*^  "  ^  g*v®»''  AACTB  da-ste,  "  ye  gave,'^  with  San- 
scrit forms  like  andishanh  andi-shta:  ^  c2d,  "  to  give,**^  fol- 
lows the  fourth  formation,  but  would  form  addsamf  addstOf 
according  to  the  first. 

563.  In  the  first  person  dual  and  plural  the  Old  Sclavonic 
inserts  between  the  auxiliary  verb  and  the  personal  character 
an  o»  as  a  conjunctive  vowel,  so  that  in  this  respect  da-kh-o-^vOf 
da-hhro-my  agree  more  with  the  Sanscrit  second  and  Greek 
first  aorist  formation  {adiksh-drva,  adiksh-d-ma,  eSel^-a-ixev) 
than  with  andishva,  andishma ;  but  the  o  is  not  an  old  heredi- 
tary possession  brought  from  the  East,  but  a  subsequent  in- 
sertion to  avoid  the  combination  lAv,  khm.  The  Servian,  also, 
which  has  in  its  preterites  (in  the  imperfect  and  in  the  so- 
called  simple  preterite)  left  the  sibilant  of  the  verb  substan- 
tive (where  it  has  not  been  entirely  dropped)  in  its  original 
form,  has  kept  free  from  the  conjunctive  vowel ;  as,  igrasmof 
'*  we  played.'"  For  the  most  part,  the  aorist,  in  Old  Scla* 
vonic,  is  corrupted  by  the  gutturalization  of  the  sibilant  in 
the  first  person  of  the  three  numbers.  The  relation  to 
the  Sanscrit  in  this  manner  becomes  similar  to  that  of  the 
plural  locative  in  kh  to  the  Sanscrit  in  ^  or  shth  as  in 
vdova-kh  af^m^ri^  vidhavd-gu,  "in  the  widows'*";  snokha-kh 
=sigWf^ snushA-su,  "in  the  daughters-in-law "":  also  similar 
to  that  of  the  pronominal  plural  genitives  in  JErA  to  the 
Sanscrit  in  sdm  or  shdm,  so  that  tI^;^  tye-kh,  has  the  same 
relation  to  i^|  ti-shUf  in  respect  of  its  mutation  and  abbre- 
viation, as  bud-d'kh  has  to  abddhri-'sham. 

564.  In  the  third  person  plural,  in  Old  Sclavonic,  instead 
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of  skat  khu  also  is  used,  but  only  in  the  ease  where  the  pre- 
ceding vowel  is  an  a  or  "fe  ye,  and  then  both  sha  and  khu  (re- 
garding A  from  on  see  §.  463.)  are  used  at  pleasure ;  e.g. 
MA3AU1A  maicaha,  or  vL\^\yH  ma^akhA,  "they  anointed*'; 
B*JC*  6ycJtA«2  or  BibuiA  byesha,  "  they  were/^ 

565.  In  the  second  and  third  person  singular,  according  to 
Dobrowsky,  instead  of  the  forms  without  termination,  ending 
with  the  class  or  root  vowel,  those  in  me  8?ie  also  occur. 
He  gives,  indeed,  in  his  first  conjugation  (p.  524)  from  glaga- 
lakh,  **  I  spoke,"  glagola  as  second  and  third  person  ;  bat  from 
ma^a;^  ma^akht  "  I  anointed,'^  he  gives  ma^auie  ma^ctshe  as 
second  and  third  person,  for  which,  in  both  persons,  we  find 
in  Kopitar  ma^a  ma^a.  From  the  special  point  of  view  of 
the  Sclavonic  we  might  easily  fancy  we  saw  the  personal 
sign  in  the  me  she  of  MA^Ame  ma^ashe,  "  thou  didst  anoint," 
compared  with  the  present  MAskcmu  maskheahi,  "thoa 
anointest,"  with  the  slight  alteration  of  shi  to  she  ;  and  then 
assume  an  unorganic  transfer  from  the  second  to  the  third 
person,  as  our  German  sind  has  made  its  way,  from  its  pro- 
per place,  into  the  first  person,  or,  in  Old  and  Anglo-Saxon, 
the  termination  of  the  second  person  plural  has  been  im- 
parted both  to  the  first  and  third,  and  in  the  Gothic  passive 
the  third  person  plural  has  replaced  both  the  second  and  first 
But  if,  in  the  Old  Sclavonic  preterite,  we  have  recognised  the 
Sanscrit  aorist  and  the  euphonic  law,  which  has  destroyed  all 
original  final  consonants  (§.  255.  ^),  we  easily  perceive  that 
the  she  of  MA^Ame  ma^ashe,  "  thou  didst  anoint,'*  stands  for 
shesf  and  that  of  m  A^Ame  ma^ashe,  "  he  anointed,"  for  shei;  and 


*  The  difference  of  writing  the  third  person  plural  between  Kopitar 
and  Dobrowsky  had  escaped  me  in  §§.  463.  and  465. ;  the  former  (Glago- 
lita,  pp.61, 62)  writes  mA  shya^  the  latter,  whom  I  have  followed,  mA 
9ha.  Though  Kopitar,  as  I  douht  not,  Is  right, .  still  the  form  «Aa,  if  it 
never  occurs  even,  or  very  rarely,  is  so  far  the  elder,  as  the  y  a£^ya  is  to 
be  considered  an  anorganic  prefix,  as  in  many  other  forms  (see  §.  256. !».). 
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that  this  9he(8)f  she(J),  of  the  second  and  third  person  rests  on 
the  Sans.  »is,  niff  of  the  abovementioned  akahdipsis,  akshdipttit 
(§.  544).  I  do  not  say  on  shaSf  shat,  of  adik-shas,  adik-shai 
s=6()ei«c-traf,  ei&tc-ire  (p.  782);  for  although  the  termination 
of  MA^Ams  ma^a-she  is  nearly  identical  with  that  of  eieiic^e, 
still  the  second  person  plural  ma^acte  ma^oite  (not  ma^auieti 
tna^cahete)  teaches  us  that  the  Sclavonic  aorist  formation  be- 
longs to  the  Sanscrit  first,  not  to  the  second  (=Greek  first). 
566.  I  believe,  too,  that  forms  like  the  abovementioned 
btidi,  *'thou  didst  wake/'  "  he  did  wake,"  originally  had  ano- 
tiier  syllable  she;  thus  bddi  from  bAdishe;  nese,  "thou  didst 
bear,^  "he  bore,"  from  neseshe;  as  in  Servian  all  imperfects 
in  the  second  and  third  person  singular  actually  terminate 
in  she.  But  in  the  said  dialect  the  Sanscrit  aorist  has  split 
into  two  tenses,  of  which  one  is  called  in  Wuk's  Gnunmar 
(translated  by  F.Grimm)  "imperfect,"  the  other  "simple 
preterite."^  The  former  carries  the  sibilant  of  the  verb  sub- 
stantive, in  the  form  of  m  «A  or  c  <,  through  all  the  persons, 
with  the  exception  of  the  first  person  singular  and  third  plu- 
ral ;  the  latter  has  entirely  lost  it  in  the  singular,  but  exhibits 
it  in  the  plural  also,  in  the  third  person.  I  annex  for  com- 
parison the  two  tenses  of  nr^AH  igram^  "  I  play/'  in  full. 


IMPERFECT. 

SIMPLE  PRETERITE. 

SINGULAR.      PLURAL. 

gINO.          PLURAL. 

igrcif           igrasmo, 
igrashe,      igraste, 
igrashe,      igraUf 

igra,      Igrasmo, 
igra,      igraste. 
igra,      igrashe. 

567.  The    Bohemian    has  a  remnant   of  the    preterite 


*  The  sign  '^  occurs,  according  to  Wuk,  in  syllables  "  in  which  the 
tone  terminates  roundly."  Remark  that  in  the  first  person  singular  and 
second  person  plural  the  simple  preterite  is  distinguished  from  the  imper- 
fect simply  by  the  absence  of  this  tone. 
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corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  aorist,  in  the  tense  desig- 
nated by  Dobrowsky  as  the  imperfect  of  the  optative,  in 
which  bykhf  which  is  distinguished  from  the  Old  Sclavonic 
®*X»  byekh,  "I  was,"'  only  by  a  different  form  of  the 
radical  vowe],  in  combination  with  the  past  participle  byl; 
thus,  byl'bykh  expresses  the  idea  "  I  were,"  or  "  would 
be."  If  the  participle  preterite  follow  a  second  time  this 
hyl'hykhy  this  forms  the  pluperfect  of  this  mood,  and  bylbykk 
byl  signifies  "  I  had  been,"  or  "  would  have  been."  Com- 
pare the  conjugation  of  byl-bykh  (feminine  hyla-bykh  neuter 
byMn/kh)f  or  rather  that  of  bykh  alone,  with  that  of  the 
Old  Sclavonic  B'Aj^  byekh,  "  I  was." 

BOHEMIAN.  OLD  SCLAVONIC. 

8IN0.  PLURAL.  BING.  PLURAL. 

bykJh      bykhonif  byekK      byekhom. 

bys,        byde,  bye,  byegte. 

by  by,  bye,         byeshu  (byeshya), 

"  Remark. — ^The  second  person  singular  bys  has  the 
advantage  over  the  Old  Sclavonic  bye  of  retaining  the 
sibilant  of  the  auxiliary  verb,  while  in  the  third  person 
plural,  BibmA  byesha  has,  in  this  respect,  the  advantage  over 
by.  From  the  Bohemian,  as  our  point  of  view,  the  s  of 
bys  can  only  mark  a  personal  termination,  partly  as  5  in 
Bohemian  actually  expresses  the  second  person.  Accord- 
ing to  that,  however,  which  was  previously  remarked 
regarding  the  she  which  occurs  in  Servian,  and  occa- 
sionally, also,  in  Old  Sclavonic,  in  the  second  and  third 
person  singular,  it  can  admit  of  no  doubt  that  the  s  of  bys 
is  identical  with  that  of  the  second  person  plural,  and  that 
it  has  preserved  the  first,  and  not  the  second  sibilant  of 
Sanscrit  singular  persons.  The  root  ^  bhu,  *  to  be,'  ac- 
cording to  the  first  aorist  formation,  would,  in  the  second 
person    singular,    form    abhdushis,    and,   without  Vriddhi, 
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abhushis,  the   middle   part  of  which   is  contained   in   the 
Bohemian  bys.^'* 

568.  The  Old  Sclavonic  dakh,  '*  I  gave/'  and  analogous 
formations,  remind  us,  through  their  guttural,  which  takes 
the  place  of  a  sibilant,  of  the  Greek  aorists  eicuKa,  SdriKa, 
rJKOL.     That  which,  in  Old  Sclavonic,  has  become  a  rule  in  the 
first  person  of  the  three  numbers,  viz.  the  gutturalization 
of  an  original   <,   may  have  occasionally  taken  place  in 
Greek,  but  carried  throughout  all  the  numbers.      No  con- 
jecture lies  closer  at  hand,  than  that  of  regarding  e^coica  as  a 
corruption  of  iiioa-af  whether  it  be  that  the  c  has  with  one 
step  passed  into  k,  or  that  a  #c  has  placed  itself  beside  the 
sibilant  of  the  verb  substantive,  as  in  the  imperfect  ea-Kov, 
etrice,  in  the  old  Latin  future  escitt  and  in  the  imperfects  and 
aorists  in  6<rjcoi/,  etrKOfup^,  cufkov,  ao'ico/xi/v,  as  SiveuecKe,  Ka\&- 
ejKovt  KOL^JkaKerot  e\a<rice,  dao'acrjcero,  in  which  the  accession 
of  the  verb  substantive  is  not  to  be  overlooked,  which  there- 
fore is  doubly  contained  in  the  forms  in  a-a-CKoVf  tranrKoiifiv. 
But  in  eicaKOf  edriKa^  ^«ca,  it  being  pre-supposed  that  they 
were  formerly  eScoo-jca,  &c.,  only  the  euphonic  accompani- 
ment of  the  0-  would  have  remained,  and  tlius  an  original 
eSioaa  would  have  next  become  ei<aaKa  and  then   e^coica. 
Perhaps,  also,  a  k  may  have  originally  been  prefixed  to  the 
o-  of  the  pre-supposed  eitaaOf  as  in  ^iv  from  (rvi/ss  Sanscrit 
mmj  **  with";  so  that  thus  eScuKa  would  be  an  abbreviation  of 
eiia^a,  as  perhaps  a  form  xum  preceded  the  Latin  cum  if  it 
is  akin  to  ^vv,  <tvv,  ?|i^  sanu 

569.  The  Lithuanian  also  presents  a  form  which  is 
akin  to  the  Greek  and  Sanscrit  aorist,  in  which,  as  it 
appears  to  me,  k  assumes  the  place  of  an  original  s ;  I 
mean  the  imperative,  in  which  I  recognise  that  Sanscrit 
mood  which  agrees  with  the  Greek  optative  aorist,  and 
through  which,  therefore,  the  it  of  dfijfc,  "give,"''  dukUe, 
*'  give  ye  "  (Sanscrit  dAsidhvam,  "  ye  may  give,'*'  precative 
medial),  is  connected  with  the  k  of  the  Greek  eiiAKa.      But 
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if,  then,  the  k  of  eit^Ka,  eftyjca,  rJKa,  has  either,  as  I  prefer 
to  assume,  directly,  or  through  the  medium  of  o-k  or  {. 
proceeded  from  a-,*  then  there  is  no  difficulty  in  deducing 
slIso  the  K  of  perfects  like  SeioiKa  from  cr,  and  therefore  from 
the  verb  substantive^  although  the  Sanscrit  in  this  senae 
refrains  from  combining  with  the  root  as.  But  funda- 
mentally all  tenses  have  an  equal  claim  to  this  root,  to 
express  the  copula,  and  if,  in  Greek,  imperfects  like 
eiiSiav,  and  aorists  like  €9ci>v,  in  the  third  person  plural 
combine  with  the  verb  substantive,  while  the  Sanscrit 
forms  adaddnit  adAmt  remain  simple;  and  if,  farther,  the 
Grreek  dialectically  combines  the  imperfect  e<TKov  with  the 
imperfects  of  attributive  verbs,  and  the  Latin  here  uses 
its  hamf  while  the  Sanscrit  imperfects  nowhere  receive 
the  verb  substantive,  it  cannot  surprise  us  if  the  Greek 
restores  that  in  the  perfect  which  the  Sanscrit  has  neg- 
lected. The  incumbrance  of  the  root,  which  occurs  in 
the  perfect  through  reduplication,  is  not  &vourable  to  the 
reception  of  the  verb  substantive ;  and  the  Greek  also 
admits  the  addition  of  the  #c  only  there  where  the  least 
difficulty  exists,  viz.  after  vowels  and  the  lightest  conso- 
nants, the  liquids ;  thus*  ^edcoica,  indeed  7re^i!^#ca,  &l>dapKa, 
€(rra\#ca,  vi^yKOL,  but  not  rertmicaj  TreirXeicica :  but,  in  order 
to  avoid  the  harshness  of  this  combination,  the  k  of  the 
auxiliary  verb  is  changed  to  A,  somewhat  in  the  spirit  of  the 
German  law  for  the  mutation  of  sound.t  and  this,  with  the 
preceding   tenuis  or  medial,  is  changed    to  an  aspirate; 


*  Regarding  the  reverae  case,  the  transition  of  gatturals  into  o-,  see 
§.501. 

t  See  §.87-  In  the  Malay- Polynesian  langoages,  also,  mutations  of 
tenues  into  aspirates  occur;  for  example,  h  for  k  and /for  h.  In  the 
Madagascar,  also,  U  for  ^,  as  in  German  z  instead  of  the  aspirate  of  / ;  as 
fuisiy  ^'  white,"  corresponding  to  tlie  Malay  puftA  and  Sanscrit pu to,  ^  pure,* 
of  the  same  meaning.  See  my  Treatise  on  the  Connection  of  the  Malay- 
Polynesian  Lang^uages  with  the  Indo-European,  Remark  13. 
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thus,  T€rv<l>a  for  Tcrvhra  from  rerxnt-Ka,  it&K\e)^a  for  Tt&n\eka 
from  veitKeKKa.  On  the  other  hand,  in  T-sounds  the  lan- 
guage has  preferred  dropping  these  entirely  before  jc,  and 
leaving  the  ic  in  its  full  right  and  possession ;  thus,  exlrevKa, 
TreireiKa  for  e^et/^ica,  iteiteiQKCL  The  passive,  on  account  of 
its  heavy  terminations,  is  less  favourable  to  the  reception  of 
the  auxiliary  verb.  And  as,  together  with  eSiioaavt  eioaav, 
no  forms  eiiioaavro,  e^oorat/ro,  exist,  so  to  the  active  perfects 
in  Ka  no  passives  in  Kafiai  (or  <rafJLat,  with  the  original  sound 
preserved)  correspond.  It  might,  however,  be  assumed,  that 
the  (T,  which  has  remained  in  forms  like  rereKecrfiau,  eairaa- 
^ai,  rjvuafiai,  especially  after  short  vowels,  sometimes  also 
after  long  ones  (^jcoi/cr/xac),  is  not  euphonic,  but  belongs  to  the 
verb  substantive ;  for  it  is  assuredly  treated  precisely  like 
the  a  which  takes  the  place  of  a  radical  T-sound  (6^eu(r-/xai, 
veTreia-'fiat),  and  is  only  dropped  before  another  <r  (ire^e/- 
aaif  ^KotMTou).  In  verbs  in  v  the  v  and  o*,  in  a  certain  mea- 
sure, contend  for  the  honour  of  being  retained :  7r6^ai/o-/xai 
would  be  an  impossibility  in  the  present  state  of  the  lan- 
guage, but  TckifKKrciJLou  has  obtained  currency  in  preference  to 
ir€<l>afi'fiat  (as  e^vjpafifiat  and  others);  while  in  the  third 
person  ire^v-'Tat  has  carried  off  the  victory  from  ir€<f>a''<n'ou, 
perhaps  under  the  protection  of  Tri^av-aai,  which  must  gain 
the  preference  over  w€^a-<r<rai,  which  would  have  been  con- 
trary to  all  custom,  and  over  nte^f^a'aau,  in  which  the  v  would 
have  been  unnecessarily  abandoned.  The  circumstance  that 
verbs  of  this  kind  exhibit  the  <r  also  in  the  formation  of 
words,  before  suffixes  which  begin  with  /«  or  r  (reAecr/bca, 
reKetrrfiq),  is  no  argument  against  the  opinion  that  the  a  in 
the  perfect  passive  has  more  than  a  euphonic  foundation; 
for  without  deriving  such  words  from  the  perfect  passive, 
still  the  custom  of  writing  tryi,  err,  which  might  have  good 
foundation  in  the  perfect  passive,  may  have  exerted  an  influ* 
ence  on  such  forms,  in  which  the  o-  before  /a  and  r  can  only 
appear  as  an  idle  or  euphonic  accompaniment. 

3  F 
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570.  That  aorist  formation,  to  which,  in  my  Sanscrit 
grammar,  I  have  assigned  the  fourth  place,  is  of  less  im- 
portance for  comparison  with  the  European  cognate  lan- 
guages, but  deserves  notice  on  this  account,  that  it  makes 
the  verb  substantive  so  broad  that  it  cannot  be  overlooked ; 
for  in  forms  like  ayd-sisham,  "I  went,"  it  receives  the 
word  in  its  broadest  extent,  and  exhibits  its  radical  conso- 
nants in  a  double  form;  and  so  in  the  other  persons,  with 
the  exception  of  the  second  and  third  singular,  in  which 
we  have  ayd-sis,  agd-sit,  for  aydsik-s,  aydsisht,  on  the  same 
ground  on  which,  in  the  third  formation,  are  used  abSdhUf 
abddhit,  completely  passing  over  the  auxiliary  verb  (see 
§.  560.).     The  fiill  conjugation  of  aydsisham  is  as  follows: 

SINGULAR.  DUAL.  PLURAL. 

ayd'sisliarih        ay&'sishva,         ayd-sishma. 
ayd'sis,  ayd-sishtarrh      ayd-sishta. 

ayd'sit,  ayd'Sishtdnu      ayd-aishus. 

571.  This  aorist  formation  is  not  used  in  the  middle, 
or  has  fallen  into  disuse;  probably  because  the  broad 
form  of  the  auxiliary  verb  accorded  just  as  little  with  the 
heavier  middle  terminations,  as  in  Greek  the  syllable 
<ra  of  eS/Jo-o-a-i/,  eJo-cra-v,  with  the  passive  eitio-vro,  eJo-in-o. 
The  active  also,  in  Sanscrit,  avoids  this  formation  in  roots 
which  are  encumbered  with  a  final  consonant,  with  the 
exception  of  three  roots  in  m :  ranit  "  to  play,"  nam,  "  to 
bend,"  yam,  "  to  restrain."  As,  however,  m  before  s  must 
pass  into  the  very  weak  nasal  sound  of  Anusvara  (n), 
which,  in  comparison  with  other  consonants,  is  almost 
nothing,  the  forms,  therefore,  aran-siaham,  anati-sUhamf 
ayanrsistuMif  come,  in  respect  to  the  weight  of  the  root, 
very  near  to  forms  like  aydsisham* 

**  Remark. — If  it  is  asked,  in  what  way  the  language 
has  arrived  at  the  form  sisham,  two  modes  of  deriving  it 
present  themselves.      Either,  as  I  have  before  assumed,  si 
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is  a  syllable  of  reduplication,   and  sham  (properly  sam,  the 
8  of  which,  through  the  influence  of  a  preceding  7,  becomes 
nk)  the  principal  syllable ;   or  sisham  was  originally  sasam ; 
sishva,  sasva  or  sdsva ;    and  sishma,   sasina  or  sdsma*  &c. ; 
and    these  forms  have    been  developed  from  the  second 
aorist     formation,     corresponding     to     the     Greek     first 
(see  §.  555.) ;  so  that  the  verb  substantive,  which  already 
existed  accompanied  by  a,  attached  itself  a  second  time, 
preceding  the  personal   terminations  (probably  at  a  time 
when  the   auxiliary   verb   was   no   longer   recognised   as 
such) ;  just  as  in  Latin  third  persons  plural,  as  serpserunl 
from  serpsesufd.      From  sdva,  sdma  (adikshdvOf  adikshdma, 
eSei^afiev),  would  consequently  next  be  formed  sdsvot  sdsma  ; 
from  satam,  sata  (adikshatanif  adikahatcL,  eSei^arov,  kiel^are), 
sastam,  sasfu.      But  subsequently,  after  the  d  and  a  of  the 
first  syllable  had,   in  order  to  lighten  the  weight,  become 
£,  the  following  s  must  have  become  sh  ;    thus,  dual  sishoa, 
sishtam,  sishtdmy  from  8d9vaf  sastam,  sastdm ;    and,   in  the 
first  and  second  person  plural,  sishma,  sishta^  from  sdsma, 
sasta.       The   root   ^(ir^  ids,   '  to    rule,"   in    some    persons 
afibrds   us   an   excellent  prototype  or  counterpart  of  this 
process  of  corruption.      It  weakens,  viz.  before  the  heavy 
personal  terminations  beginning  with  mutes  (not,  however, 
before  the  weak  v  and  m)  its  d  to  i,  and  must  also  change 
its   final  s  into  sK  and  a  following  t,  th,  into  t,  th ;  and 
exhibits,  therefore,  in  the  dual,   sishtam,   sishthdm,  instead 
of  sdstam  idstdm,   in  the   plural,  sishtha  for  sdsta.      In  the 
third  person  plural  the  appended  auxiliary  verb  under  dis- 
cussion exhibits  the  termination  us  for  an ;  thus,  aydsishus 
for    aydsishan,  as    might   be  expected   according    to    the 
analogy  of  adikshan,  eSei^av.      The  replacing  of  the  termi- 
nation us  hy  an  is  easily  explained  by  considering  that  us 
passes  as  a  lighter  termination  than  an  (§.  462.),  and  that, 
on  account  of  the  doubling  of  the  auxiliary  verb,  occasion 

arises  for  lighteningthe  word  in  every  other  manner  possible. 

Sp  2 
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The  root  sds,  too,  which  is  so  liable  to  be  weakened,  selects, 
in  the  third  person  plural  of  the  imperfect,  the  termination 
us  for  an;  thus  asds-^iSf  corresponding  to  the  second 
person  asish-tcu  If,  then,  as  I  scarce  doubt,  the  aorist 
form  in  sisham,  &c.,  has  arisen  in  this  way,  that  the 
auxiliary  verb  has  been  re-attached  to  itselr,  being  first 
simply  combined  with  the  root ;  then  this  form  in  principle 
corresponds  with  the  Ionic  aorist  forms  like  6\a(ra<r#ce  (for 
:7\a<re  from  IjKaaaT),  Sourda-Kero  for  eSao-aro.  The  dropping 
of  the  augment  in  these  aorists  and  similar  imperfects  is 
clearly  occasioned  by  the  new  burthen  which  has  been 
attached ;  and  we  might  therefore,  in  Latin,  also  ascribe 
the  dislodgement  of  the  augment  to  the  circumstance  (or 
find  it  promoted  thereby),  that  all  imperfects  and  perfects 
(aorists)  of  attributive  verbs,  according  to  what  has  been 
before  remarked,  are  or  were  encumbered  with  an 
auxiliary  verb  (barnt  si,  t?i,  ui),  or  a  syllable  of  reduplica- 
tion, either  visible  or  concealed  by  subsequent  contraction 
(cucurri,  c6pi).  In  the  isolated  and  unsupported  eram  for 
iram=:W:^^^  dsarrh  the  augment  was  laid  aside  by  the 
simple  abbreviation  of  the  vowel." 

572.  In  Zend,  those  aorist  forms  which  unite  the  verb 
substantive  with  the  root,  are  of  rare  use,  but  are  not 
entirely  wanting.  The  only  instance  which  I  can  cite  is, 
however,  the  form  m^m^^  manstoy  "he  spoke"  (Vend.  S. 
p.  132),  a  middle  of  the  first  formation,  corresponding  to 
the  Sanscrit  ^mt^  amaiista,  *'  he  thought,"  firom  the  root 
man,  which,  in  Zend,  has  assumed  the  meaning  "to 
speakt"  and  has  also  produced  the  substantive  as^^^  man- 
thra,  "  speech."  The  frequently  occurring  m^mm^  daka, 
"  he  gave,"  is  not,  as  might  be  imagined,  an  aorist,  but  is 
based  as  the  imperfect  on  the  Sanscrit  ippir  adatta  (from 
adadrta  for  adadd'ta=seitSoTo),  since,  according  to  §.  102. 
(end),  the  first  t  must  be  changed  into  i. 

573.  We  now  pass  on  to  those   formations  of  the  San- 
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scrit  aorist,  which  are  known^  in  Greel^  under  the  name 
of  the  second.  Here  belong,  according  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  my  Sanscrit  grammar,  the  fifths  sixth,  and  seventh 
formations.  The  fifth  annexes  the  personal  terminations 
direct  to  the  root,  and  is  distinguished  from  the  imperfect 
only  by  the  removal  of  class  characteristics ;  thus  as,  in 
Greek,  eian/  is  distinguished  from  eSiSuiv{  so^  in  Sanscrit* 
addm  is  distinguished  from  adaddm  (see  p.  674) ;  and  in 
Zend,  where>  too,  this  kind  of  aorist  formation  is  in  like 
manner  found,  9^^^  danm  from  Cy<PA^  dadkanm  (re- 
garding dh  for  dy  see  §.  39.).  To  the  Greek  eaTtjv,  eimyf, 
earrj,  correspond  lRFn>^  adh&m,  WFIH^  asthAtp  W^mij^  asthSt, 
in  opposition  to  the  reduplicated  atishtharru  atishthas, 
aluhfhat  (see  §.  508.).  The  relation  of  the  Greek  eOrfv  to 
eriOrfv  corresponds  to  that  of  adhdm  to  adadhdm  (from  dhd, 
"  to  lay,''  "  to  place.''  The  relation  of  the  Greek  e<^v-v, 
e^iA-j,  e^O^r),  to  e^u-o-v,  e^v-e-^,  e^u-6,  answers  to  that  of 
the  Sanscrit  abhiw-am,  "  I  was "  (not  abhu-m,  see  §.  437. 
Rem.);  abh^s,  abhurt,  to  abhava-m,^  abhav-a-s,  abhav-a-U 
since  bhuf  as  belonging  to  the  first  class,  assumes,  in  the 
special  tenses,  an  a,  but  withdraws  it  in  the  aorist,  as  the 
Greek  does  its  o,  e. 

674.  The  Latin  faU  which,  like  all  perfects,  according 
to  what  I  have  before  remarked  (see  §§.  546.  &c,),  I  re- 
gard as  originally  an  aorist,  is  removed  from  the  cor- 
responding form  of  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek,  by  the  as- 
sumption of  a  conjunctive  vowel  i,  and  thus  corresponds 
to  the  sixth  formation ;  hence  fu-i-sti  for  abhu-s,  e-^i^j*, 
or  rather  for  the  Sanscrit  middle  form  a-bhu-thds;  for 
although  the  fifth  formation  is  not  used  in  the  middle, 
and  no  add-ta,  as-thA-ta,  adhd-ta,  correspond  to  the  Greek 
eio^o,  eo-ra-To,  ede-ro,  still  it  may  be  presupposed  that  they 
were  originally  in  use.     In  the  third  person, /u-i-f  stands  for 


*  Respecting  the  s  of fti-i^ti^fu'i^tis,  see  §.  549. 
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abhu'U  €<l>v ;  in  the  plural,/tt-i-fnii«  (or  abhti'ma,  e^u-/i€v;  /a- 
i'stis  for  abh{l'ta^  e^v-re.  If  this  aorist  formation  were  em- 
ployed in  Sanscrit  in  the  middle  also,  the  first  person 
singular  would  be  abhuv-i*  and,  without  euphonic  permu- 
tation of  sound,  ahhu-u  To  the  former  corresponds  the 
obsolete  fuvi;  to  the  latter,  /w-t.  I  do  not,  however, 
place  any  weight  on  this  surprising  accordance;  for 
although /ui  is  based  on  a  middle  form  (the  m  of  abhAvam 
would  probably  have  been  retained,  see  §.  431.X  still  it  is 
certain  that,  in  Sanscrit,  the  termination  of  the  first 
person  singular  middle,  before  the  division  of  languages, 
had  not  yet  fallen  into  the  abbreviated  condition  in  which 
we  now  see  it ;  and,  according  to  the  analogy  of  the  pre- 
supposed third  person,  abku-ta,  abhu-ma  (from  abhumam  or 
-mdm,  see  §.  552.),  must  have  existed  in  place  of  abhuv-i 
I  do  not,  therefore,  regard  the  i  otfu'i  as  identical  with 
the  Sanscrit  i  of  the  pre-supposed  abhuvi,  but  as  identical 
with  the  conjunctive  vowel  i  of  fwi-stu  fii-i-t,  &c.  Conse- 
quently, the  form  fu-i  is  entirely  deficient  in  a  personal 
termination,  just  as  present  forms  like  veh-H>==pahrd-mu 

575.  The  sixth  Sanscrit  aorist  formation  is  distinguished 
from  the  fifth  simply  by  this,  that  the  personal  terminations 
are  united  with  the  root  by  a  conjunctive  vowel  a,  and  this  a 
is  treated  in  conjugation  exactly  like  the  class  vowel  of  the 
first  and  sixth  class  (§.  109'.  1.).  This  aorist,  therefore,  is 
distinguished  from  the  imperfect  of  the  first  class  simply  by 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Guna;  e.  g.  the  imperfect  of  risk,  •'to 
injure,"  class  1,  is  arSsh-a-m  {^=araisham),  and  the  aorist 
arish'Orm.  We  have,  therefore,  here  the  relation  of  the 
Greek   eAe/7r-o-i/  to   the  aorist   eA/w-o-v,  which  is   without 


*  The  common  role  would  require  aJbhuvi  (with  a  short  u),  but  hhu  has 
this  property,  that  before  vowels  it  becomes  bhuv :  hence,  in  the  first  per- 
non  singular,  abhuv-am^  and  in  the  third  plural  dhhxtv^n;  in  the  first  and 
thii-d  person  singular  of  the  reduplicated  preterite  babkOva  stands  iir^' 
larly  for  btthMv-a. 


FORMATION  OF  TENSES.  799 

GuxuL  From  budh,  *'  to  know,"  class  1,  comes  the  imperfect 
abddh'a-m  {  =  abaudh-orm),  and  the  aorist  abudh-a-m,  just  as, 
in  Greek,  from  ♦Yr,  e^>evy-o-v  opposed  to  e^ptrfo-v. 

576.  In  the  Sanscrit  sixth  class,  which  has  a  as  its  class 
vowel  in  common  with  the  first,  but  does  not  admit  of  Guna 
in  the  special  tenses,  which  would  have  to  be  withdrawn  in 
the  aorist,  the  formation  under  discussion  is  possible  only  in 
a  small  number  of  irregular  verbs,  which,  in  the  special 
tenses  (see  §.  109^  1.)  insert  a  nasal,  and  again  reject  it  in 
the  aorist,  as  generally  in  the  common  tenses.    Thus  lip^ 
which  has  been  repeatedly  mentioned,  **  to  smear  "  (compare 
a\€i<l>€K>),  forms,  in  the  imperfect,  cdimpam^  and  in  the  aorist 
alipam.     Another  form  of  this  kind  is  cdupam,  '*  I  did  cut 
off,**  in  contradistinction  to  alumpam  (compare  the  Latin 
rumpo,  rupi,  ruptum).     The  same  is  the  relation  of  Greek 
aorists  like  eKa^v  (Sanscrit  labh,  ''  totake*^,  exoiioVf  €\adov, 
to  their  imperfects  eKifi^avov,  eyaviavov^  6\ai/0ai/ov»^  only 
that  these,  besides  the  inserted  nasal,  have  also  another  exter- 
nal addition,  which  is  likewise  rejected,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  the 
fifth  and  ninth  classes  reject  their  intermediate  syllable  nu, 
nd.     As  to  the  imperfect  aiak-^nav-am  and  the  aorist  aiak^ct-m, 
which,  in  Sanscrit,  come  from  sak,  "  to  be  able,^'  class  five, 
these  two  forms  stand  in  a  relation  to  one  another  similar  to 
that  in   which  the  Greek   passive  aorists   e^vyijv,   efiiyriv, 
hrdyriv,  stand  to  their  imperfect  actives  eZevyvvv,  kfiiyvvv, 
hrrjyvuv ;  and  as  for  the  imperfect  akHs-^-mj  and  the  aorist 
aklii-a-mf  which  come  from  klii,  class  nine,  this  corresponds 
exactly  to  the  relation  of  the  Greek  eS&n-vfj-v  to  eSa/x-o-i^. 
From  9vid,  "  to  sweat,*^  class  four,  come  the  imperfect  asvid- 
ya-ntf  and  the  aorist  oHvid'a-m :  here  the  relation  is  similar 
to  the  correspondence  of  an  aorist  efiahKov,  in  Greek,  to  the 
imperfect  ejSoAXov,  it  being  pre-supposed  that  the  gemina- 
tion of  ^oAXco  *  is  the  consequence  of  an  assimilation  (see 


«  If  we  assume  in  /9aXX<»  the  mutation  of  an   original  tenuis  to  its 

middle 
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§.  501.),  and  that  therefore  /SciAAcu  has  arisen  from  /SoAyiu, 
as  aWof  from  aAyo;. 

577.  In  roots  which  end  with  vowels  this  aorist  forma- 
tion is,  in  Sanscrit,  little  used,  and  where  it  occurs  the 
radical  vowel  is  rejected  before  the  vowel  of  conjunction, 
with  the  exception  of  ^n  and  ^  fi,  of  which  the  former 
becomes  ar^  the  latter  it;  e.g.  euar-a-m^  ajtr^a-my  from 
^  m  (originally  mT)y  "to  go,'"  ^jfi  (properly  jar,  jir), 
"  to  grow  old,''  asiMi-mf  from  svi,  "  to  grow."  Roots  in 
u  and  u  do  not  occur  in  this  aorist  formation ;  otherwise 
from  bhu,  "  to  be,''  if  it  followed  this  formation,  and  in 
like  manner  rejected  its  vowel,  would  come  ahham,  abhas, 
abhat,  which  would  approach  the  Latin  6am  of  anui'bafn 
very  closely ;  or,  if  the  u  were  not  rejected,  but,  according 
to  §.  574,  was  changed  into  uv,  or,  according  to  the  general 
law  of  sound,  into  uv,  then,  in  respect  to  the  conjunctive 
vowel,  in  the  third  person  singular  the  Latin  fU-i-tt  and, 
in  the  first  person  plural,  Ju-i-miis,  would  have  the  same 
relation  to  abhuv-a-t,  abhuv^d-maf  or  abhuva-t,  abhuv^^mop 
that,  as  above  (§.  5(J7.),  veh-v-t,  veh-i-mus  have  to  vah-xL-tu 
vdh-d-mas. 

578.  In  Zend  it  is  hardly  possible  to  distinguish  every- 
where with  certainty  the  aorist  formation  under  discus- 
sion from  the  imperfect,  at  least  not  in  examples  of  the 
kind  like  the  frequently-occurring  zanat,  "he  struck." 
This  form  may  be  regarded  as  an  aorist,  because  the  root 
Ip^^  han,  to  which  the  Zend  yjvsj  zan  (for  which  also  yAs^  Jan) 
corresponds,  belongs  to  the  second  class ;  and  therefore,  in 
the  second  and  third  person  singular,  the  imperfect  forms 


medial,  as,  vice  versd,  in  I1Y0  =^budh^ ''  to  know,"  a  tenuis  stands  in  place 
of  a  medial,  then  fiaXXn  would  be  referable  to  the  Sanscrit  root  pad,  whence 
padyS^  ^'  I  go"  (middle),  assuming  a  causal  meaning.  As  regards  the 
weakening  of  the  d  to  /,  BAA  answers,  in  this  respect,  to  the  Prakrit /«/.  The 
same  may  be  said  of  irciXXw,  where  the  initial  sound  presents  no  difficulty. 
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ahan  for  ahanSf  ahaut,  according  to  §.  94.  In  Zend,  also, 
this  root  prevails  chiefly  in  the  second  class.  We  find  in 
the  Vend.  S.  p.  158.  &c.  repeatedly  jainiU  "  he  beats,'*'*  also 
zaifdi  (p.  157,  perhaps  erroneously  for  zaintU  or  it  is  a 
middle)  ;  but  at  p.  177  we  find  s^sxsfM^janaiiu  according 
to  the  first  clasg,  and  therefore  ^>ajx^  zanat  also  may  be 
allotted  to  the  first  class,  and  regarded  as  the  imperfect 
But  although  zanat  should  be  explained  as  belonging  to 
the  class  to  which  this  verb  is  principally  referable,  it 
may  be  still  regarded  as  the  imperfect,  and,  in  fact,  as 
following  the  analogy  of  the  Sanscrit  H^?^  arddat,  "  he 
wept,"***  and  the  2^nd  t»M^^  anhat,  "  he  was"  (see  §.  532.). 
579.  The  Sanscrit  seventh  aorist  formation  is  distin- 
guished from  the  sixth  by  a  syllable  of  reduplication  pre- 
ceding the  root,  and  therefore  answers  to  the  Greek 
aorists,  as  eire^vov,  hreff^paiov,  eKeKKero,  and  such  as  have 
dropped  the  augment,  as  rervKov,  nemOov,  We  have  already 
adduced  above  (§.  546)  Latin  perfects  like  cuctim,  tidudi, 
cecini,  and  remarked,  that  such  as  cSpt,  frSgi,  fidt  and  pro- 
bably also  such  as  Ugt^  fMi,  scdbh  vidi,  fugi,  (if  in  the 
latter  the  length  of  the  vowel  is  not  to  be  regarded  as 
compensation  for  an  9,  which  has  been  dropped  after  the 
final  consonant  of  the  root,)  contain  u  concealed  redupli- 
cation (see  §§.  547,  548).  The  Sanscrit  apaptam,  "I  fell"  (*), 
for  apapatam,  from  pat,  "to  fall,"  corresponds  exactly  to 
the  above-mentioned  Greek  eire^vov  in  its  entire  structure, 
and  therefore,  also,  in  the  rejection  of  the  radical  vowel. 
While  the  Greek  reduplicates  this  root  in  the  present  and 
imperfect,  and  withdraws  the  reduplication  in  the  aorist, 
so  that  the  Doric  enerov  (commonly  eireaov)  has  the  same 
relation  to  ennrrov  that  eiiav,  eft/v,  ecrn/v,  have  to  eiiic^v, 
eridrp^,  TimjVf  the  Sanscrit,  with  this  verb,  adopts  the  reverse 
method,   and  opposes   to  the  imperfect  apatam  an  aorist 


«  See  my  leaser  Sanscrit  Grammar,  §.  382.,  Remark. 
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apaptaim.  The  Greek  imperfect,  therefore,  ewtfrrovf  corre- 
sponds most  surprisingly  with  this  aorist  apaptanif  and  the 
Greek  aorist  eireroi/  with  the  Sanscrit  imperfect  apcUam. 

580.  In  Sanscrit  ail  verbs  of  the  tenth  class  follow  this 
seventh  aorist  formation,  and,  what  is  the  same,  all  causal 
forms,  for  these  are  in  their  formation  identical  with  the 
tenth  class.  And  here  the  rhythmical  law  is  valid,  that 
either  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  or  the  base-syllable, 
must  be  long,  whether  by  natural  length  of  the  vowel  or 
by  position,  as  in  apaptam.  Both  kinds  are  often  at  will 
admissible  in  one  and  the  same  root,  but  in  most  cases  the 
use  of  language  has  exclusively  decided  for  one  or  the 
other  kind,  and,  in  fact,  most  frequently  for  the  length  of 
the  syllable  of  reduplication;  «.^.  from  sily  ''to  make/** 
comes  asisilam  or  oMsilam;  from  chur,  "to  steal,'*^  comes 
CLch&churam. 

581.  Besides  the  verbs  of  the  tenth  class  and  causal 
forms,  as  the  above-mentioned  apaptanif  and  some  others 
to  be  given  in  the  following  paragraphs,  only  four  other 
roots  ending  with  a  vowel  belong  here,  viz.  m,  "  to  go,'** 
svi,  "  to  grow,"  "  to  go,"  *  drvh  "  to  run,"  irUf  "  to  hear,'^ 
smUf  *'to  flow,"  '   whence  a&isriyam,   asisviyam,   advdruvavtt 


asusruvam,  astisnuvam* 


582.  I  have  already  remarked  (§.  548)  that  aniiamt 
"I  went  to  ruin,"  from  nas,  in  my  opinion  contains  a 
concealed  syllable  of  reduplication,  and  has  arisen  from 
ananiiam  (for  ananai-a'^  by  rejection  of  the  second  n; 
and,  moreover,  that  Latin  perfects  like  dpi  rest  on  the 
same  principle.      In   KTifhn^  avdchamt   also,  "  I   spoke,"   I 


*  These  two  roots  may  be  originally  identical,  as  semi-vowels  are  easUy 
interchanged  (see  §.  20.),  and  the  Latin  cres-co  may  be  referred  to  one  or 
the  other. 

t  This  is  connected  with  tru,  "  to  flow,"  by  the  affinity  of  the  liquids : 
compare  the  Greek  v^#,  vw-vofuu ;  pew,  pev^onMi. 
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recognise  a  reduplication,  though  it  appears  that  the  6  is 
only  an  alteration  of  the  a  of  the  root.  The  root  vach 
has,  however,  a  tendency  to  suppress  its  radical  vowel  and 
vocalize  its  v:  hence,  in  the  participle  present,  ukta, 
and  in  the  plural  of  the  reduplicated  preterite  uch-i-ma, 
from  ti-uchima.  If,  then,  it  is  assumed  that  in  the  aorist 
formation  under  discussion  the  root  vach  has  heen  con- 
tracted to  ucA,  then  vdch  may  very  satisfactorily  be  de- 
duced from  va-uch  for  vavach.  The  syllable  of  redupli- 
cation, therefore,  has  in  this  form,  with  regard  to  gravity, 
carried  off  the  superiority  over  the  base-syllable,  in 
forms  like  achuchuram^  "I  stole/'  Whether  the  Zend 
9g^c^AS9  vadchemf  **  I  spoke,''  the  third  person  of  which, 
vadchat,  occurs  very  frequently,  is  identical  with  the  San- 
scrit avdcham,  and  therefore,  in  like  manner,  reduplicated, 
cannot  be  decided  with  certainty,  for  this  reason,  that,  as 
Bumouf  has  shewn,  the  Zend  has  a  tendency  to  change 
an  a,  through  the  influence  of  a  preceding  v,  into  u^  6,  and 
thus  to  make  it  more  homogeneous  to  the  nature  of  the  v ; 
but,  according  to  §.  28.,  an  a  is  prefixed  to  the  if  6.  A  pre- 
sent middle,  also,  ^^^a59  txidchi,  occurs  in  Zend*,  and  a 
potential  (optative)  i»j4^^)^a59  txidchdit  (Vend-  S.  p.  163), 
which  might,  however,  also  be  regarded  as  aorist  of  the 
potential,  from  the  root  radh. 

583.   In  arandhamj  also,  "  I  injured,"  "  I  slew,''  I  think 
I  discover  a  reduplication,*    assuming  an  exchange  of  the 


*  Vend.  S.  p.  88 :  tat  vadid  vaSdiS^  '^  this  speech  I  speak."  Or  should 
yaSdU  be  considered  a  reduplicated  preterite  ?  It  is  certain  that  Anquetil 
is  wrong  in  r^;arding  it  as  the  imperative^  and  translating  the  passage  by 
'^  prononcez  bien  cette  parole  " 

t  This  root  may  be  akin  to  vadft,  '<  to  beat,"  ^  to  slay  **  (see  §.  20.},  to 
which  A.  Benaiy  has  referred  the  Latin  laedo^  which,  therefore,  would  he 
also  connected  with  m^,  and  stands  nearer  to  the  latter,  as  r  and  /  are 
almost  identical. 
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liquids ;  thus,  arandham  for  arardham^  from  araradhamy  as 
apaptam  from  apapatanu  With  regard  to  the  exchange  of 
the  r  for  n,  it  may  be  proper  to  advert  to  the  Tongian 
rdma,  "  five/^  in  opposition  to  rima,  lima,  of  the  dialects 
near  akin.  Observe,  also,  that  in  the  intensive  forms 
^fi^  chanchal  and  ^p^  chanchur,  the  nasal  of  the  syllable 
of  reduplication  is  the  representative  of  the  I  and  r  of  the 
root,  just  as  of  the  /x  of  the  Greek  irifi7r\tjfUf  irifivpijfjUf  where, 
therefore,  ft  for  \  stands  in  the  reverse  relation  of  the 
Latin  flare  for  the  Sanscrit  VTT  dhmd.* 

584  In  verbs  which  begin  with  a  vowel  in  Sanscrit, 
in  this  aorist  formation,  the  whole  root  is  twice  employed, 
and  the  first  time,  indeed,  uniting  the  radical  vowel  with 
that  of  the  augment,  according  to  the  principle  of  §.  530, 
in  accordance,  therefore,  with  the  Greek  aorists  with  Attic 
reduplication,  as  fjyayov,  ipopov.  The  Sanscrit,  however, 
requires,  in  the  second  position  of  the  root,  the  lightest 
vowel  of  all,  i,  as  the  representative  of  all  the  rest  Not 
only,  therefore,  are  i  and  the  diphthong  6  (a^i)  shortened 
to  t,  and  from  iday  (causal  from  id,  "  to  praise,'')  dididam 
formed,  but  a  and  d  also  are  weakened  to  i,  after  the 
principle  of  Latin  forms  like  tetigit  cordingo,  where  the 
encumbrance  of  the  root  by  the  syllable  of  reduplication  or 
the  preceding  preposition  is  the  occasion  of  the  vowel 
being  weakened.  Hence,  in  Sanscrit,  from  aUiy  (causal 
from  at,  **  to  go,'')  comes  the  aorist  dtiUim,  and  from  dpay 
(causal  from  dp,  "to  reach,")  dpipam,  with  which  the 
Latin   adipiscor  for   adapiscor  may   be  compared,  and  the 


44 


*  From  ehal^  char;  see  lesser  Sanscrit  Grammar,  §§.  606. 607. 
t  Pott  (£tym.  FoTsch.  11. 690.)  properly  derives  the  Lett,  dunduris^ 
hornet,"  from  dur-t,  "  to  stick  ";  it  has,  therefore,  in  the  repeated  sylla- 
ble likewise  an  exchange  of  liquids  :  thus,  also,  the  Greek  devdpov  is  to  be 
derived  from  iii^v,  and  is  akin  to  dpSf  and  the  Sanscrit  druma^  **  tree  *' 
(compare  Pott,  11.  296.). 
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Greek  reduplicated  forms  ortTaKKbi,  dvivrjixt,  dmirreva),  for 
araroMM,  6v6vrffjU9  S^ronreuiA  (compare  Pott.  II.  690.).  And 
7  u»  also,  and  'H  u,  and  the  diphthongs  in  which  u  is  con- 
tained, are  changed  into  i ;  hence  dundidam  from  unday 
(caus.  of  und,  *'  to  make  wet,^  compare  Latin  undo), 
duninam  from  tbi,  class  ten,  "  to  abate.""  It  was  first  from 
these  formations,  and  the  analogous  forms  of  desideratives, 
that  I  perceived  that  the  weight  of  the  u  is  borne  less 
readily  by  the  language  than  that  of  the  i ;  for  otherwise 
it  would  not  be  replaced  by  i  in  syllables,  where  the  whole 
attention  of  the  language  is  directed  to  make  them  as 
light  as  possible.  But  in  the  whole  of  Sanscrit  Grammar 
no  other  case  exists  where  u,  to  lighten  the  syllabic  weight, 
becomes  i:  for  while  in  roots  beginning  with  a  consonant 
desideratives  in  the  syllable  of  reduplication  weaken  a 
radical  a  to  i  (e.g,  pipaHah  from  pat,  **  to  cleave,"'),  u  remains 
unaltered  {yuytds,  from  yudh,  "to  struggle,""),  which  serves 
as  a  proof  that  u  is  lighter  than  a,  because,  were  it  hea- 
vier than  a  it  would  have  a  better  right  to  be  changed 
into  i. 

585.  In  roots  which  end  with  two  consonants,  of  which  the 
first  is  a  liquid,  this  is  rejected,  in  order  the  more  to  relieve 
the  weight  in  the  base  syllable,  but  it  is  retained  in  the  syl- 
lable of  repetition ;  hence  above  (§.  584.),  dundidam  for  dun- 
dundam;  so,  also,  drjijam  for  drjarjam,  from  arj,  class  ten, 
"  to  earn.""  According  to  this  principle,  in  Latin  also,  pungo, 
if  encumbered  by  reduplication,  loses  its  nasal ;  thus,  pupugh 
not  pupungu  The  loss  of  the  nasal  in  tetigi,  ttttudi,  sur- 
prises us  less,  because  in  these  verbs  it  in  general  belongs 
less  strictly  to  the  root,  and  is  dropped  also  in  the  supine 
and  analogous  formations.  But  if,  in  Sanscrit,  the  first  of 
two  final  consonants  is  a  mute,  and  the  second  a  sibilant,  then 
the  syllable  of  repetition  receives  only  the  first  of  the  two 
consonants,  and  the  base-syllable  retains  them  both ;  as  from 
(kshay  (cslusbI  from  iksh,  ^'to  see"),  comes  dichiksham,  for 
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fUkiksham  or  dikskiksham*  This  principle  is  followed  by 
the  Greek  oKoKkov,  for  which,  according  to  the  principle  of 
the  abovementioned  dundidam,  oKKaKoVf  or»  with  the  au  g- 
ment,  yiKkolkov  would  be  used. 

586.  In  the  few  verbal  bases  which,  exclusive  of  the  cau- 
sative affix  ay,  contain  more  than  one  syllable,  the  Sanscrit 
receives,  in  the  syllable  of  repetition,  only  as  much  as  can  be 
contained  in  one  syllable;  as  from  avadhir,  class  ten,  "to  de- 
spise/^ t  coii^^s  dv^avadhiram.  The  Greek  follows  the  same 
principle  in  forms  like  ahrflKi^fxi,  ay-rjyepKaf  op-cSjoi^a. 

587.  The  Zend  supplies  us  with  an  excellent  aorist  form 
of  the  seventh  formation,  which  has  been  already  several 
times  mentioned,  and  which  was  first  brought  to  light  by 
Bumouf,  viz.  Mt^f;))^)^^)  ururudushof  "thou  growest"  (see 
§.  469.),  from  the  root  rudh, "  to  grow,"  which,  in  the  Sanscrit 
^  ruhf  has  preserved  of  the  dh  only  the  aspiration.  With 
respect  to  the  length  of  the  syllable  of  reduplication  this 
form  answers  to  those  in  Sanscrit  like  achitchuram  (see 
§.  580.).  The  initial  u  of  i^tfl^y^p)  ururudusha  is  regarded 
above  (§.  518.)  as  the  representative  of  the  a  of  the  augment, 
through  the  assimilating  .influence  of  the  A  of  the  follow^ing 
syllable.  But  it  now  appears  to  me  more  correct  to  recog- 
nise, in  the  initial  vowel  of  the  form  spoken  of,  only  the  ori- 
ginal accompaniment  of  the  augment,  which  has  been  dropped, 
and  that,  therefore,  from  ar{tnuihusha,hy  the  retro-active  influ- 
ence of  the  ^  of  the  second  syllable,  next  arose  aururudhusha,  as, 
in  §.  46.,  I  have  endeavoured  to  derive  as»7;a5»>  haurva  from 
the  Sanscrit  sarvOf  through  the  euphonic  influence  of  the  v ; 
and  as  the  base  word  dlkairvan,  '*  priest,'*  in  the  weak  cases* 
in  which  the  final  syllable  van  is  contracted  to   un,  adds. 


*  Gatturald  in  the  syUables  of  repetition  are  always  replaced  by  pa- 
latals. 

t  I  explain  ava  as  the  preposition  which  has  grown  up  with  the  base, 
and  regard  the  termination  as  akin  to  dhyai,  "to  think,"  dhira,  "sage." 
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through  the  influence  of  the  u  of  this  syllahle,  a  u  to  the  pre- 
ceding Of  thus  athaurun,*  from  which,  by  dislodging  the  a,  is 
formed  the  more  common  athurun,^  as  for  the  Sanscrit 
iaruna,  '*  young/'  we  find  in  Zend  both  tauruna  and  turuna. 
The  u  of  the  penultimate  of  uritruhdh-U'ska  corresponds  to 
the  conjunctive  vowel  a  of  Sanscrit  forms  like  achAchur'ars, 
achtichur-a-thds^  and  may  have  proceeded  from  a  by  an  assi- 
milating influence  of  the  u  of  the  preceding  syllable.  If  the 
older  a  had  been  retained,  we  should  then  find,  according  to 
§.  56*.),  urtirudhanha. 

THE  PERFECT. 

588.  It  has  been  already  remarked,  that  that  Sanscrit 
preterite  which  agrees  in  form  with  the  Greek  perfect  is, 
according  to  its  signification,  not  a  perfect,  but  is  most  fre- 
quently used   in   the    sense   of  the  Greek  aorist  (§.  51a). 


*  I  find  the  initial  d  of  the  strong  cases  abbreriated  in  the  examples  I 
have  before  me  of  the  weak  cases.  The  strong  cases  change  the  proper 
theme  dtharvan  to  dthravan;  hence  the  nominative  dthrava  (Vend.  S. 
p.  65).  Without  transposition,  an  ^,  or  some  other  auxiliary  vowel,  must 
have  been  inserted  between  the  r  and  v,  because  r  can  neither  stand  at  the 
end,  nor  in  combination  with  a  consonant. 

*  Thus  Vend.  S.  p.  66,  the  genitive  athurunS^  and  p.  284  twice,  the 
dative  athuruni:  on  the  other  hand,  p.  66,  Z.  13,  the  accusative  plural 
athauru-nani-cha.  The  view  1  now  take  of  the  phenomenon  under  dis- 
cussion differs  firom  that  in  §.  46.  in  this,  that  I  there  represented  the  »  of 
the  second  syllable  of  aihurun  as  proceeding  directly  from  the  a  of  the 
original  form,  in  consequence  of  an  assimilation,  while  I  now  regard  it  as 
a  remnant  of  ou,  and  look  upon  the  a  no  longer  as  a  prefixed  vowel,  but 
as  the  original  one,  by  the  side  of  which  a  u  has  been  placed  through  the 
influence  of  the  u  of  the  following  syllable ;  as  frequently  happens  with  an 
i,  through  the  influence  of  a  followmg  f  or  y  (see  §.  41.).  I  fully  agree 
in  this  point  with  the  opinion  expressed  by  Bumouf  in  his  review  of  the 
First  Part  of  this  book  (Journal  des  Savans,  1833,  in  the  separate  impres- 
sion, p.  8),  where,  also,  the  Zend  aurvat,  **  horse,"  is  in  this  way  compared 
with  the  Sanscrit  arvan. 
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Our  German  unparaphrased  preterite,  which,  in  its  origin, 
coincides  with  the  Greek  perfect  and  Sanscrit  reduplicated 
preterite,  has  likewise  renounced  the  perfect  meaning, 
but  in  Gothic  represents  both  the  Greek  imperfect  and 
the  aorist,  as  well  as  the  perfect,  and,  in  the  earliest  Old 
High  German  authorities,  besides  these  tenses,  the  plu- 
perfect In  the  ninth,  and,  as  Grimm  remarks,  perhaps 
so  early  as  the  eighth  century,  begin  the  circumlocutory 
forms  of  the  perfect  by  the  passive  participle  with  the 
auxiliary  verb  haben,  and,  in  neuter  verbs,  with  the  verb 
substantive,  in  which  respect  we  must  advert  to  the 
practice  of  the  Sanscrit  language,  in  expressions  like 
gaid  imi  (for  gatas  asmi),  "  ich  bin  gegangen,^^  "  I  went  *"" 
(see  §.  513.) ;  as  also  to  the  circumstance,  that,  in  the  formsr 
in  Tni^  tavat  (tavani),  the  idea  of  possession  is  contained, 
and  that  uktavdn  asmi,  "  dixi^  properly  means,  "  I  am 
gifted  with  having  said  "  (therefore  "  having  said")  (see 
§.  513.).  The  Old  High  German  uses,  beside  the  verb 
corresponding  to  our  haherif  also  eigaUf  which  has  the  same 
import,  for  its  paraphrase  of  the  perfect;  in  the  indica- 
tive, only  in  the  plural ;  but,  in  the  conjunctive,  in  the 
singular  also  (see  Grimm,  IV.  149). 

589.  As  regards  the  formation  of  the  German  unpara- 
phrased preterite,  the  Gothic  has,  in  the  strong  conjuga- 
tion, under  certain  circumstances,  regularly  preserved  the 
reduplication,  which,  from  the  earliest  period,  belongs  to 
this  tense ;  viz.  first,  in  all  verbs  (their  number  is,  it  must 
be  allowed,  but  small)  which  have  a  long  vowel  in  the 
root  (not,  perhaps,  merely  in  consequence  of  a  Guna  in 
the  present,  and  the  forms  thereto  belonging) ;  secondly, 
in  those  verbs  which  exhibit  unchanged,  in  the  present, 
an  a  long  by  position  ;  as,  from  the  roots  slip,  "  to  sleep," 
f>tf,  "  to  blow  "  (Sanscrit  vd\  hait,  "  to  be  called,"  auk  "  to 
increase,"  fold,  "  to  fold "  (present  falda),  the  first  and 
third    person    singular  are    saizlip,   vaivi,    haihait,    aiavk. 
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faifaUh  (for  faifaM,  see  §.  93*.)  The  form  scazKp  (regarding 
z  for  9%  see  §.  86.  5.)  stands  so  far  isolated,  as  all  other 
verbs,  which  exhibit  an  ^  in  the  present,  replace  this 
in  the  preterite  by  6*  They  are  the  following :  i^ka, 
"  I  touch,"  taUdks  "  I  touched,"  grtta.  "  I  weep  "  (Sanscrit 
krand^Zio  weep "),  gaigrdt,  "  I  wept,"  Mta,  *'  I  leave,'' 
laMty  ^  left,"  flSka,  "  I  lament "  (Latin  phngo),  faiflSk, 
"I  lamented,"  rUa,  "I  advise,"  rairdth,  "I  advised." 
This  change  of  the  vowel  cannot  surprise  us,  as  ^  and  6 
are  the  common  representatives  of  the  original  long  d 
(see  §•  69.),  as,  in  Greek,  e  and  o  are  the  usual  representa- 
tives of  the  short  a:  taitdk,  therefore,  has  the  same  relation 
to  Uka,  that,  in  Greek,  rerpo^a  has  to  TpiffH^  \e\onra  to 
\etTru>,  Trevoida  to  ireldta;  or,  more  strictly,  as  eppioya  to 
pi^ywfu ;  for  in  Greek,  both  rj  and  ui  are  representatives  of  the 
long  a.  I  believe  that  the  reason  of  this  exchange  of 
vowels  in  both  languages  is  to  be  found  in  this,  that 
the  quality  of  O  is  heavier  than  that  of  Ey  and  that  the 
tense  under  discussion,  on  account  of  its  being  encumbered 
with  reduplication,  feels  a  necessity  to  appear  heavier  in 
its  root  than  the  unencumbered  present ;  as  also,  in  Gothic, 
the  reduplication  has  in  general  maintained  itself  only  in 
roots  of  strong  construction.* 

500.  Fahsya,  '*  I  grow "  (Zend  m^)  ucs,  "  to  grow "), 
from  the  root  vtAs,  with  the  character  of  the  Sanscrit 
fourth  class  (see  §.  109\  2.),  and  standoy  "  I  stand,"  are  the 
only  verbs  which,  notwithstanding  that  they  exhibit  in 
the  present  an  a  long  by  position,  have  nevertheless  per- 
mitted the  reduplication  to  disappear.  They  form,  in  the 
first  and  third  person  singular  preterite,  v6hs,  st^h.  The 
dropping  of  the  class  syllable  ya  of  vahsya  is  regular,  as 
this  syllable  belongs  only  to  the  special  tenses  (see  §.  109*.). 


*  I  hereby  retract  the  conjecture  I  formerly  made  that  the  a  which 
follows  the  root  of  the  Greek  perfects  ezerciaes  an  inflncnce  in  changing 
the  e  of  the  root  (Vocalismas,  p.  40). 

3g 
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In  this  respect,  therefore,  vdhs  has  the  same  relation   to 
vahsya,  that,  in  Sanscrit,  nandia  has  to  nasydmi,  '*  I  go  to 
ruin'';    and   the  6  of  vdhs  and  gtdth  corresponds   as    the 
regular  long  vowel  of  the  a  (see  §.  69.)  to  the  Sanscrit  d  of 
forms  like  nandSa.      While  the  Old  High  Gterman   con- 
trasts   with    its    present    stantu   a   preterite    duont    (see 
§.  109\  1.  p.  112)  gtdth,  which  has  abandoned  the  unorganic 
nasal  of  standa,  presents,  moreover  the  irregularity  that 
the  thf  which,  according  to  §.  93  ^,  has  assumed  the  place 
of  the  d,  is  preserved  also  in  the  terminations  which  are 
annexed ;  thus,  first  person  plural,  dhdthum  for  stddum^  as 
the  analogy  of  bautht  btuium,   from  the  root  budt  would 
lead  us  to  expect. 

691.  The  difficulty  that,  in  Gothic,  there  are  two  verbs 
with  a  radical  a  in  the  present,  which,  in  spite  of  their 
length  by  position,  have  nevertheless  lost  the  reduplication 
of  the  preterite,  is  again,  in  a  certain  degree,  obviated  by 
the  existence  of  two  preterites,  which  have  preserved  the 
reduplication  without  their  vowels  being  long  naturally  or 
by  position  ;  viz.  haihahf  "  I  hanged,"  faifah^  "  I  seized  " 
(present  haha,  faha).  But  if  it  is  considered  that  these 
verbs,  in  the  other  German  dialects,  have  really  length  by 
position,  and  probably  originally  had  it  in  Gothic  also, 
the  violation  of  the  proposition  expressed  above,  that  the 
reduplication  is  borne  in  Gothic  only  by  roots  with  long 
syllables,  appears,  through  this  consideration,  less  im- 
portant.* 


*  In  Old  High  German  the  preterite  is  hiang,  Jiang  (hianaffiano\  which 
would  lead  ns  to  expect  a  present  hangu^fangu^  for  which,  however,  oocnr 
hdhu^  fahuy  infinitive  hS^n^  fahan,  Graff  gives  only  to  the  former  a  long 
a,  to  the  latter  a  short  one ;  but  the  quoted  examples  confirm  also  the 
length  of  the  former,  not  by  circumfiex  or  doobling  of  the  a.  It  is  highly 
probable,  however,  that  the  same  quantity  belongs  to  both  verbs :  thus 
they  are  either  hahan  and  fahany  or  Mhan  sxi<SL  fahan.  As  they  have  no 
preterite,  if  the  length  of  the  a  is  not  proved,  it  cannot  be  decided  from  the 

point 
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592.  J.  Grimm  first  acately  remarked,  that  the  other 
German  dialects,  in  those  classes  of  verbs  which  in  Gothic 
clearly  exhibit  the  reduplication,  continue  it  in  like 
manner,  although^  scarcely  perceptibly.  The  syllables  of 
reduplication  lose  the  appearance  of  a  syllable  of  redupli* 
cation,  when  the  following  syllable  is  either  quite  passed 
over,  or  only  loses  its  consonant,  and  unites  its  vowel  with 
that  of  the  syllable  of  reduplication.  The  former  is  the 
case  in  some  Sanscrit  desiderative  forms,  as  lips,  pits  (Lat. 
Sanscrit,  Greek,  §.  490.),  for  which,  according  to  rule,  we 
should  have  UlapSf  pipats;  wherefore  it  appears  to  me 
far  more  proper  to  assume  the  suppression  of  the  second 
syllable,  than  t&at  of  reduplication,  together  with  the 
change  of  a  into  i,  for  whi<^  no  reason  at  all  could  exist, 
because  the  form  would  have  been  already  sufficiently 
weakened  by  the  suppression  of  the  syllable  of  reduplica- 
tion. A  simple  consonant  is  suppressed  in  the  Greek 
7/vo/«xf  from  yZ-Yvo/iai,  which  is,  however,  itself  an  abbrevi- 
ation of  ytyevofiai :  moreover,  in  the  Sanscrit  aorist, 
antiam  {=eanaiiam)  from  anantiam,  and,  in  the  Latin 
perfects  analagous  with  it,  as  c^  (see  §.  548.) :  finally,  in 
the  Old  High  German  preterites,  as  JdaU  (our  hieU)  from 
hihaltt  for  which,  in  Gothic,  hazhaUL 

593.  It  must,  perhaps,  be  regarded  as  a  dialectic  peculia- 
rity in  Gothic  that  the  syllable  of  reduplication  has  always 
ai      It  was  the  custom,  perhaps,  at  the  time  when  all  Grer- 

point  of  view  of  the  Old  Hi^h  German,  whether  they  are  to  be  allotted  to 
Grimm's  fourth  class  (with  long  6,  in  the  present),  or  to  the  pcrenth  (with 
short  a  in  the  present).  The  Middle  High  German  Mhe^  t^dhCf  ludieat^ 
vaheH,  preterite  Ate,  vie  (for  AieA,  vieh\  speaks  in  fiivour  of  the  fourth 
class,  to  which  they  are  ascribed  by  Grimm  also,  who  writes  hahUy/dKu, 
In  Gothic,  then,  instead  of  the  existing  AaAa,>SiAa,  we  should  expect  A/Ao, 
fShOy  as  slSpa^  ISta^  answering  to  the  Old  High  German  sldfu^  laxtu 

*  I  consider,  also,  dAtfctA,  ^'  to  kindle,"  which  is  held  to  be  a  primitive 
root,  as  a  destderatiye  of  this  kind,  and  I  derire  it  from  di^dhayah  from 
dloA,  "  to  bum/' 

3  q2 
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man  languages  were  still  one,  that  the  heaviest  vowel,  a,  was 
weakened  in  the  syllable  of  repetition  to  the  lightest,  U  as 
is  the  case  in  Sanscrit  in  the  syllable  of  repetition  of 
desideratives,  where  from  dah,  **to  bum^'^  comes  didhaksh^ 
not  dadhaksh;  and  as  in  Latin  reduplicated  forms  like 
cecini,  the  a  in  the  syllable  of  repetition  becomes  p,  and 
in  the  base  i,  while  a  radical  o  and  u  in  both  places  remain 
unchanged  (momordU  tutudf)-  For  the  diphthong  ai  of 
HAIT,  *'  to  be  called/'-  i  would  be,  in  the  syllable  of 
repetition,  quite  as  much  in  its  place,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  of  the 
diphthong  F  ^  (=a  +  i) ;  and  generally  of  diphthongs  only 
the  last  element  enters  the  syllable  of  repetition;  wherefore 
the  reduplicated  preterite  of  M  {=kaU),  "to  invite,"  is 
chUcUa  (first  and  third  person  singular).  If  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  law  for  the  mutation  of  sounds,  by  preserving 
the  old  tenuis  in  the  initial  sound  (as  msUpa^^^^wlf^^svapimiy 
**  I  sleep  "),  be  assumed,  it  might  be  said  that  the  Grothic 
HAIT  would  correspond  to  this  Sanscrit  Aft,  and  there- 
fore AaiAoi/  (for  hihait)  with  the  abovementioned  f^v^ 
chUc&ta.  But  if  au  also  is,  in  Gothic  syllables  of  reduplica- 
tion, represented  by  ai,  as  ax-auk,  "  I  increased,""  while,  in 
Sanscrit,  6{=:ia^u)  becomes  u»  as,  pupr6tha  from  prdth^ 
"  to  satisfy ;"  then  the  i  of  this  ai  may  be  regarded  as  a 
weakening  of  u,  as  we  have  seen  above,  in  Sanscrit,  from 
7«^  und  proceeds  the  reduplicated  aorist  dundidam  for 
dundudam  (§.  584.).  We  might  also  regard  the  i  of  ai-auk 
as  a  weakening  of  the  a  of  the  base  syllable,  which,  how- 
ever, appears  to  me  less  probable,  as  in  diphthongs  the 
second  element  always  has  the  etymological  preponde- 
rance, and  the  first  is  a  mere  phonetic  prefix ;  on  which 
account  I  prefer  recognising  in  the  syllable  of  repetition 
of  the  Latin  cectdi,  of  c(Bdo  (==caido),  the  second  element 
of  the  diphthong  ce,  rather  than  the  first,  although  a  in 
the  Latin  syllables  of  repetition  is  regularly  replaced  by  c 
Be   this  as  it  may,  I  consider  this,   however,  as  certain. 
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that  the  ai  in  Grothic  syllables  of  reduplication  was  for- 
merly a  simple  U  and  that  this  ai  is  a  dialectic  peculiarity 
limited  to  the  Grothic,  like  that  which,  according  to  §.  82., 
the  Gothic  employs  instead  of  a  simple  t  before  h  and  r ; 
which  latter,  in  the  other  dialects  also,  is  alone  repre- 
sented. We  miss,  therefore,  in  the  Old  High  German 
hiaU  for  Grothic  haihald  (from  hihald),  only  the  h  of  the 
second  syllable ;  and  in  the  old  Northern  iSk  "  I ''  or  **  he 
increased,"'*  nothing  is  wanting  of  the  Gothic  ai-aukf  as  far 
as  the  latter  is  an  unorganic  extension  of  i-auk ;  but  ou 
has,  according  to  the  Sanscrit  principle,  been  contracted 
to  6,  while  in  the  participle  passive  avldnn  it  has  remained 
open,  and  in  the  present,  by  a  doubled  umlaut,  become  ey. 
594.  The  old  Northern  reduplicated  preterites  of  verbs 
with  a  radical  a  (Grimm's  first  conjugation)  appear  to  me  to 
stand  upon  a  diflferent  footing  from  the  Gothic  like  haUhald, 
in  so  far  as  the  latter  have  weakened  the  a  in  the  syllable  of 
repetition  to  i,  and  have  prefixed  to  the  latter  an  a,  while  the 
former  (the  old  Northern),  quite  in  accordance  with  the  San- 
scrit principle  have  left  the  a  of  the  syllable  of  reduplication 
unaltered  and  without  addition,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  (like  the 
Latin  perfects  tetigU  cecini)  have  weakened  the  a  of  the  base  to 
i,  and,  in  agreement  with  the  Sanscrit  law  of  sound,  have 
contracted  the  latter  with  the  a  of  the  syllable  of  repetition 
to  L  In  this  way  only,  in  my  opinion,  can  we  explain  it,  that 
as,  in  old  Northern,  from  the  root  HALD,  *'  to  hold,"  (whence 
tlie  present  is,  by  the  umlaut,  held,  and  the  participle  passive 
haldinn),  comes  the  preterite  hSlt  (the  tenuis  for  the  medial 
at  the  end  of  the  word,  as  in  Middle  High  German,  see  §.  93*), 
plural  hSldum  ;  therefore  Mlt  from  hahiU  for  hahalt,  aa  the 
reverse  case  of  the  Old  High  German  hhalt  from  hihaU  for 
hahalt.     So  also  in  roots  with  a  long  d,  for  which  the  Grothic 


*    By  the  umlaut  the  a  becomes  cf =«,  and  the  u,  u=sv=y, — Transia- 
tors  Note. 
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uses  S  (§.  69);  e.g.  from  GHAT,  "to  weep"  and  BLAS, 
**to  blow/*  come  grH^  blh,  as  the  contraction  of  gra(gr)ii, 
bla{bl)is,*  in  contradistinction  to  the  Old  High  German 
blias  (blies)  from  blibioM.  The  Old  Saxon  stands  on  the  same 
ground  as  the  Old  Northern;  hence,  from/a//5;  •*!  MirfSf, 
"  I  fell,''  from  fafiU;  and  from  sldpu,  "I  sleep,''  slSp,  **  I  slept,'' 
from  sldslip  ;  just  as,  in  Sanscrit,  plurals  like  nimima^  from 
nanimima,  correspond  to  singulars  like  nandma,  "I  bent 
myself,"  of  which  more  hereafter. 

595.  Verbs  which,  in  Gothic,  have  the  diphthong  ai  as  the 
radical  vowel,  lay  aside,  in  Old  High  German,  in  the  base 
syllable,  the  last  element  of  the  said  diphthong,  and  retain 
only  the  first,  either  unaltered,  or  corrupted  to  e,  which, 
indeed,  happens  in  most  of  the  received  authorities ;  hence, 
to  the  Gothic  preterite  haihait,  **  I  was  called,'"  in  Otfrid  hiaz 
(for  hihaz  from  hihaiz,)  corresponds,  in  the  other  authorities 
quoted  by  Graff,  hiez  ;  which  latter,  in  respect  to  its  e,  answers 
better  to  the  present  heixu  (= Gothic  Aaf^aX  where,  how- 
ever, the  ie  is  not  yet  to  be  regarded  as  one  sound  (=:  i), 
as  in  our  New  German  hiess.  Of  the  Gothia  diphthong  av, 
we  find,  according  as  authorities  vary,  either  the  first  or 
the  second  element  preserved,  and  the  former,  indeed, 
either  unaltered  or  changed  to  e,  and  also  the  latter  either 
unchanged  or  corrupted  to  o  (see  §.  77);  e.g.  &om  hlaupa 
comes,  in  Gk)thic,  the  preterite  haihlaup  (see  §.  598),  for 
which,  in  Old  High  German,  we  find  in  Graff  the  forms 
liaf  (from  lilcf  for  hUhlauf),  Hef,  Ihjf^  Uqf. 

596.  In  Sanscrit  the  syllable  of  reduplication  always 
has  the  radical  vowel,  only  shortened,  if  long ;  and,  as  has 
been  already  remarked,  of  diphthongs   only  the  last  ele- 


^  Present,  with  umlaut^  grcsty  bices,  participle  paasiye  grdtinny  Mxmn. 
With  respect  to  the  rejection  of  a  double  consonant  in  the  reduplicated 
preterite,  compare  the  relation  of  the  Old  High  German  vior,  ^  four,'* 
for  Gothic  ^vdr. 
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ment  (see  §.  593) ;  hence,  babandh^*  from  bandh,  **  to  bind'"; 
babhdSf  from  bhAs,  ''to  strive "";  bibhiA  from  bhid,  "to 
cleave^';  (Udip,  from  dip,  "to  shine "";  tutiulf  from  tyd^  "  to 
beat,  push";  pupur,  from  pAr,  "  to  fill."  If  for  the  vowel 
r  the  syllable  of  reduplication  contains  an  a,  this  proceeds 
from  the  primitive  form  ar ;  e.g.  mamarda,  "1  and  he 
crushed,"'''  comes  not  from  tnrid,  but  from  mard^  which  in 

• 

the  dual  and  plural  is  contracted  to  mid;  hence  first 
person  plural  mamridimcu  Roots  which  begin  with  vowels 
we  have  already  discussed  (see  §.  534) ;  only  this  may  be 
here  further  mentioned,  that  roots  which  begin  with  a 
and  end  with  two  consonants  proceed  in  a  very  peculiar 
and  remarkable  way,  since  they  first  contract  the  vowel  of 
repetition  with  that  of  the  root  to  a  long  a,  then  add  an 
euphonic  u,  and  then  annex  the  whole  root  a  second  time, 
so  that  thus  the  radical  vowel  occurs  three  times;  as, 
d^n-at^t  from  aa-n-ati;,  from  afy,  **  to  anoint "  (Latin  ungo). 
597.  The  Greek  pays  no  regard,  in  its  syllables  of  redu- 
plication in  roots  beginning  with  a  vowel,  to  the  vowel  of 
the  base,  but  always  replaces  it  by  e,  which  the  Latin  does 
in  its  perfects,  which  are  reduplicated  and  carried  back  to 
the  Sanscrit  seventh  aorist  formation  only  in  the  case,  in 
which  the  root  exhibits  the  heaviest  of  all  vowels,  viz.  a, 
which  appears  too  heavy  for  the  syllable  of  reduplication, 
as  it  is  found  inadmissible  in  Sanscrit,  in  the  syllables  of  re- 
duplication  of  desideratives,  and  is  replaced  by  the  lightest 
vowel,  t.  Thus  in  Greek  the  perfect  rera^  corresponds 
to  the  Sanscrit  iaJtapa  or  tatApot  "  I  burned,"  just  as  reTwl>a 
to  the  Sanscrit  tuiSpa  (pi.  tutupima^rerv^Hifiev)  "  I  beat. 


*  I  give  the  theme  without  any  peraonal  termination  whatever. 

t  Compare  the  Latin  nwmordi,  although  this  is  based  on  the  aorist  of 
the  seventh  formation,  where  amamardamj  middle  amamardi  might  have 
been  expected.  ^ 
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wounded,  slew/^  veif>l?iijKa  to  the  Sanscrit  pipraya  or  pi- 
prdyat  from  pri,  "  to  rejoice,  to  love  '"  (compare  the  Gothic 
friyd,  "  I  love  ").  It  is  certain,  that  originally  the  Greek, 
also,  must,  in  the  syllahle  of  reduplication,  have  had  r^ard 
to  the  radical  vowel ;  that  however,  in  the  course  of  time, 
all  vowels  in  this  place  were  weakened  to  e,  as  is  the  case 
in  New  German  in  the  final  syllables  of  polysyllabic 
words ;  as  we  contrast  binde,  salbe,  gaben,  with  the  Gothic 
bindot  saJbdi  gabum,  and  GiUle,  Gdsten,  with  the  Grothic 
gasteiSf  gadim.  A  similar  weakness  or  vitiation  to  that 
which  has  overtaken  our  final  syllables  might  easily  have 
befaUen  a  Greek  initial  syllable  not  bdonging  to  the 
base  itself. 

598.  As  regards  the  laws  to  which  the  consonants  in 
the  syllables  of  reduplication  are  subjected,  the  Sanscrit 
replaces  the  gutturals  by  corresponding  palatals,  and,  in 
agreement  with  the  Greek,  the  aspirated  consonants  by 
corresponding  non-aspirates;  e.g.  chaJedsy  from  kds,  "to 
give  light ";t  jagam,  from  ganh  "  to  go'';  dadhd,  firom  dhd» 
*'  to  set,  lay '';  as,  in  Greek,  redtj,  from  the  corresponding 
root  0H.  Of  two  consonants  combined  in  the  initial  sound 
in  Sanscrit,  the  first  is  usually  repeated ;  hence  chakrand^ 
from  krandf  "  to  weep'';  chikship,  from  ibUp,  "  to  cast.'* 
The  Gothic  follows  the  same  principle,  if  the  second  of  the 
combined  consonants  is  a  liquid ;  hence  gaigrdt,  "  I  wept^'"* 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  word  of  the  same  import,  cha-- 
kranda;  and  saizUp  (see  §.  86.  5.),  ''I  slept,'^  to  the  Sanscrit 
sushvdpai       We    might    hence   infer    that  the   preterite 


*  Regarding  the  origin  of  the  k  and  the  aspirate  of  rert;^,  see  §.  568.  &c. 

t  I  refer  the  Gothic  haixa^  ^'  torch  "{x  a  softened  «,  see  §.  86.  6.)  to  this 
root 

X  The  root  gvap  is  irregular  in  this,  that  it  is  contracted  before  the 
heavy  terminations  into  tup  (shup) ;  and  on  this  form  is  founded  the  syl* 
lable  of  re^nplication,  through  the  u  of  which  the  s  following  becomes  sh. 
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which  nowhere  occurs,  of  hlaupa  is  haihlaupf  not  hlaihlaup* 
But  if»  in  Gothic,  the  second  of  the  comhined  consonants 
is  a  mute,  this  finds  its  way  into  the  syllable  of  redupli- 
cation also;  hence  skaiskaithf  **I  separated,""  the  third 
person  plural  of  which,  skaiskaidun^  occurs  in  Luke  ix.  33 : 
hence  might  be  deduced,  also,  staUavt,  from  STAUT. 
The  other  Grerman  dialects  have,  unrestrictedly,  left  two 
combined  consonants  together  in  the  syllable  of  repetition  ; 
hence,  in  Old  High  German,  sUaf,  "  I  slept,""  spiaUi  *'  I 
cleft,""  from  sliskf,  spispaU;  unless  in  the  second  syllable 
one  of  the  two  consonants  be  rejected,  as  in  the  Latin 
spopandU  stefU  for  apo^pondif  destu  But  the  Gk>thic  skai-- 
skaith  speaks  against  the  latter. 

599.  It   remains   to   be   remarked,  with  respect  to  the 
Sanscrit  syllables  of  reduplication,  that  if  a  root   begins 
with  a  sibilant  before  a  mute,  the   syllable   of  repetition, 
according  to  the  general  law,  does  not  contain  the  first 
consonant  but  the  second,  respect  being  had  to  the  rules 
of  sound  before  mentioned;  €.g,  from  dhd  comes  tcuihdUf 
**  I,   he  stood ;""  from    sprii  (spars) ;    paspariop   **  I    or  he 
touched,""  in  opposition  to   the  Latin  steti,  spopondi.     The 
Zend,   closely    as   it   is  allied  to   the   Sanscrit,  does  not 
recognise  this  rule.      I  cannot,  indeed,  quote  the  perfect 
of  Au^enj  stdf  nor  any  other  perfect  of  roots  with  an  initial 
sibilant  before  a  mute,  but  as  dhd  in  Sanscrit  has  a  syl- 
lable of  reduplication  in  the  special  tenses  also,  and  forms, 
in  the  present,  tisthdmif  we   see,  from  the  2iend  ^^^Au^eK^-^tv 
histdtnif  that  the  law  of  reduplication  under  discussion,  at 
the   time  of  the  identity  of  the   Zend  with  the  Sanscrit, 
was  not   yet  in  force,  or   at  least  not  in  its  fiill  extent. 
Of  the  Latin  it  deserves  further  remark,  that  in  its  mfo, 
which  is  properly  the  counterpart  of  the  Sanscrit  tisthdmi, 
Gr.  foTv/fu,  and  Zend   hiaidmi  (see  §.  506),  it    follows    the 
general  law  for   syllables   of   reduplication,  while  analo- 
gically with  dete  a  present  stito  might  have  been  expected. 
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600.  With  respect  to  the  Greek,  as  soon  as  we  recog^nise 
in  the  {  of  Ttmjfu,  as  in  the  Zend  hi  of  histAmu  a  syllable  of 
reduplication,  to  which  we  are  compelled,  by  its  analogy 
with  iii<t>tiif  TtdtifUf  fiififiiUf  &c.,  and  by  the  circumstance  that 
<T  in  the  initial  sound  is  easily  weakened  to  the  rough  breath- 
ing, it  must  be  allowed,  that  in  the  perfect  euri/ica  the  rough 
breathing  stands  for  o-,  and  that,  therefore,  we  have  in  this 
form  a  more  perfect  syllable  of  reduplication  than  is  usually 
the  case  in  roots  which  have  in  the  initial  sound  a  heavier  con- 
sonant combination  than  that  of  a  mute  before  a  liquid.  We 
cannot  place  errriKa  on  the  same  footing  with  etfiofyrcut  which 
we  would  suffer  to  rest  on  itself;  for  the  latter  has  just  as 
much  right  to  the  rough  breathing  as  the  Latin  nsio  to  its  « : 
and  when  Buttmann  says  (Gr.  Res.  §•  83*  Rem.  6.),  ''The 
often-occurring  d^eoroAxa  (pre-supposing  eoraXica)  in  the 
Milesian  inscription  given  by  Chishull,  p.  67,  furnishes  a 
proof  that  the  rough  breathing  instead  of  the  reduplication 
of  the  perfect  went  further  in  the  old  dialects  than  the  two 
cases  to  be  met  with  in  the  current  language  (etmjKa,  etfiap- 
rat),**  it  is  important  to  observe,  that  here»  also^  the  root  be- 
gins with  (T,  which  has  been  preserved  in  the  syllable  of 
repetition  as  the  rough  breathing.  In  &mfKa  this  phenome- 
non has  been  preserved  in  the  language  as  commonly  used, 
because,  in  my  opinion,  the  analogy  of  the  present  and  im- 
perfect has  protected  the  breathing  which  belongs  to  the 
perfect  reduplication. 

601.  For  the  rest,  if,  in  other  consonant  combinations  than 
that  of  a  mute  before  a  liquid,  the  syllable  of  repetition 
has  usually  dropped  the  consonant  to  be  repeated,  this  clearly 
happened  because  a  greater  weight  of  sound  in  the  base 
syllable  rendered  a  lightening  of  the  syllable  of  repetition 
desirable ;  hence,  e^oXico,  e<f>dopa,  from  irei/roXica,  Tre^dopou 
In  these  and  similar  forms  the  coincidence  of  the  initial  syl- 
lable with  the  augment  is  only  casual ;  and  if  in  the  e  a  rem- 
nant of  a  syllable  of  reduplication  is  recognised,   we  are 
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thereby  compelled  to  explain  the  e  of  e^a^?\ov,  e^Oetpov, 
also  as  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  as  in  the  imperfect  and 
aorist  (and  this  appears  fnxn  the  Sanscrit),  a  simple  vowel, 
independent  of  the  root,  hKs  just  as  much  a  primitive  founda- 
tion, as  in  the  perfect,  in  roots  beginning  with  a  consonant,  a 
syllable  beginning  with  the  radical  consonant  or  its  represen- 
tative ha&  It  cannot,  however,  be  denied,  that  in  some  cases, 
through  an  error  in  the  use  of  language,  the  example  of  the 
augmented  preterites  has  operated  on  the  perfect.  It  may 
be,  that  the  e  of  eoya,  eoi/pi/ica,  is  just  as  much  the  augment 
as  that  of  ea^a,"^  eoOpovv :  but  it  also  admits  of  being  re- 
garded in  the  perfect  as  the  reduplication,  since  e  and  o  are 
originally  identical  with  a,  and  have  proceeded  from  it  by 
corruption  (see  §.  3.) ;  and  since  both  a  and  o  easily  become 
e,  as  the  final  e  of  eS&^a  (swfl^ir^  adikshat)  is,  according  to 
its  origin,  identical  with  the  a  of  eSet^a,  eSei^a-s,  &c.,  and 
the  e  of  the  vocative,  as  Kukc  (»^tv*£Ara),  is  only  a  weaken- 
ing of  the  o  concluding  the  base-word,  and  corrupted  from 
the  older  a  (see  §.  204.). 

602.  To  pass  over,  then,  to  the  alterations,  to  which  the 
radical  vowel  in  the  Sanscrit  reduplicated  preterite  is  sub- 
jected, we  will  consider  first  the  roots  with  a.  This  is 
lengthened  before  a  simple  consonant  in  the  third  person 
singular  active,  and  at  pleasure,  also,  in  the  first;  hence, 
from  char,  "  to  go,"  to  which  the  Gothic  root  FAR,  "to  wan- 
,der,"  corresponds;  chachdra  or  chachara,  "  I  went,"  chaohdra, 
*'  he  wenC  This  analogy  is  followed  by  those  Gothic  verbs 
which  have  preserved  a  radical  a  before  simple  consonants 
in  the  present,  but  replace  it  in  the  preterite  with  6;  aafara, 
the  preterite  of  which,  /dr,  in  respect  to  its  vowel,  corre- 
sponds as  exactly  as  possible  to  the  Sanscrit  chdr  of  chachAra, 


•  The  digamma,  which  beloogs  to  this  verb,  which  rests  on  the  San- 
scrit bhc^bhanjf^ic  break,"  leads  us  to  expect  an  aorist,  Iffafa,  and  in 
the  most  ancient  time  a  perfect  FeFaya  for  the  Sanscrit  babkanja. 
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for  6  is,  in  Gothic,  the  regular  representative  of  the  long  d. 
and  takes  the  place  of  the  short  a,  where  the  latter  is  to  be 
lengthened,  as,  vice  versd,  6,  in  case  of  abbreviation,  becomes 
a;  on  which  account  feminine  bases  in  6  (=  Sanscrit  d)  exhi- 
bit in  the  uninflected  nominative  an  a,  since  long  vowels  at 
the  end  of  a  word  are  the  easiest  subjected  to  abbreviation 
(see  §.  137.).  The  relation,  therefore,  of/dr  to  fara  is  based 
originally  not  on  an  alteration  of  quality,  but  only  on  that  of 
quantity ;  and  the  vowel  difference  has  here  just  as  little  in- 
fluence in  the  designation  of  the  relation  of  time,  as*  in  the 
noun,  on  that  of  the  case  relation.  As,  however,  in  fdr  the 
true  expression  of  past  time,  viz.  the  reduplication,  has  dis- 
appeared, and/dr  stands  for/aj^r,  the  function  performed  by 
the  difference  of  the  vowel  of  the  root,  in  common  with  that  of 
the  personal  terminations  (or  of  the  absence  of  terminations, 
as  in  fdr  as  first  and  third  person  singular),  is,  for  the  prac- 
tical use  of  language,  the  designation  of  time.  Thus,  in  oar 
German  conjunctive  preterite  in  the  plural,  the  umlaut  is  the 
only  sign  by  which  we  recognise  the  relation  of  mood,  and 
which,  therefore,  is  to  be  held  as  the  exponent  of  the  modal 
relation,  since  the  true  expression  of  the  same,  viz.  the  vowel 
e  (e.  g.  of  wdren,  wdref),  which  was  formerly  an  f  (Old  High 
German  wdrimSs,  wdrU),  and,  as  such,  has  produced  the  um- 
laut by  its  assimilative  power,  is  no  longer,  in  its  corrupted 
form,  distinguishable  from  the  termination  of  the  indicative. 
603.  The  Gothie/^r  is  distinguished  from  the  Sanscrit  chdr 
of  chachdra  by  this,  that  it  retains  its  long  vowel  through  all 
persons  and  numbers,  while  in'  Sanscrit  it  is  necessary  only 
in  the  third  person  singular,  and  is  found  or  not,  at  will,  in 
the  first  person  singular.  To  the  Gothic,  however,  answers 
the  Greek  second  perfect  in  the  case  where  a  radical  d  is  length- 
ened to  d,  or  its  representative,  tj.  The  relation  of  Kpa^ta 
(eKpdyov)  to  KCKpaya,  of  d&KKoi  {0ai\(i)  to  reOvjKa,  corresponds 
exactly  to  the  relation  of  the  Sanscrit  chardmi  and  Gothic 
fara  to  chachdra,  f&r.     In  Greek  verbs  which  have  changed 
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a  radical  a,  in  the  present,  to  e,  the  change  of  this  e  into  the 
heavier  o  compensates  for  its  being  lengthened  (see  §.  589.)* 

604.  In  verbs  which  end  with  two  consonants  the  length- 
ening of  the  a  to  d  is,  in  Sanscrit,  quite  omitted,  and  so,  in 
Gothic  that  of  a  to  d ;  as,  in  Sanscrit,  mamantha,  "  I  or  he 
shook,'*  mamanthimat  "we  shook,"  from  manfk;   so,  in  Go- 
thic, vaivedd,  '*  I  or  he  ruled,^  vaivaldum,  "  we  ruled,''  from 
void.    Those  Gothic  verbs  which  weaken,  in  the  present,  a 
radical  a  before  a  double  consonant  to  i  (see  §.  116.),  replace 
the  same  in  the  plural  numbers  of  the  preterite,  and  in  the 
whole  conjunctive  preterite,  by  u;  hence,  BAND,  "to  bind" 
(from  which  the  present  binda)^  forms  in  the  singular  of  the 
preterite  band,  bani-t  (see  §•  102.),   band,  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  babandhot  babandh-i-thaf  babandha:  in  the  second 
person  dual,  however,  bund-^'ts  for  Sanscrit  baband-a-thus ; 
and   in  the  plural,  bund-u-m,  bund-u-f,  bund-u-n,  for  San- 
scrit babandh-irmaf  babandh^-ifiid),  babandhrus.     The  con- 
junctive is  bundyaiif  &c.      The  Old  High  German,  which 
has  an  i  for  its  termination  in  the  second  person  singular 
instead  of  the  Gothic  t,  which,  in  my  opinion,  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  conjunctive  vowel  t,  exhibits,  before  this  t,  also 
the  alteration  of  the  a  to  u ;  hence,  in  the  first  and  third  per- 
son singular  bani  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  babandha  and 
Gothic  band;  but  in  the  second  person  bunt-U  answering  to 
the  Sanscrit  babandh-i-iha  and  Gothic  bans-t    Hence  we 
perceive  that  the  change  of  the  a  into  u  depends  on  the  ex- 
tent of  the  word,  since  only  the  monosyllabic  forms  have 
preserved  the  original  a.     We  perceive  further,  that  the 
weight  of  the  u  appears  to  the  Gennan  idioms  lighter  than 
that  of  the  a,  otherwise  the  u  would  not  unbind  the  a  in  the 
same  way  as  we  saw  above  ai  and  au  replaced  by  i  in  the 
polysyllabic  forms,  or  before  heavy  terminations  (see  §.  489.) ; 
and  as,  in  Latin,  the  a  of  ccdco  and  salsus,  under  the  encum- 
brance of  SL  preceding  preposition,  is  represented  by  u  {con- 
cidco,  insulsus). 
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605.  Where,  in  Gothic,  a  radical  a  is  weakened  before 
simple  consonants,  in  the  present,  to  t,  but  retained  in  the 
singular  of  the  preterite,  we  find  instead  of  it,  in  botb  the 
plural  numbers  and  in  the  whole  conjunctive  preterite, 
in  all  the  polysyllabic  past  forms,  an  ^  and  for  that  in 
the  Old  and  Middle  High  Grerman  an  d,  which  here,  how- 
ever, occurs  as  soon  as  in  the  second  person  singular  in- 
dicative, because  it  is  polysyllabic :  in  Middle  High  Ger- 
man, however,  it  is  changed  io  a.  The  present  of  the  root 
LAS,  "  to  read,""  is,  in  Gothic  lim,  in  Old  High  Grerman  lisu, 
in  Middle  High  German  lUe;  the  preterite  in  Gothic  is  las^ 
las-t,  las,  16mm,  lisut,  Usun;  conjunctive  Ihyau,  &c. :  in  Old 
High  German  las,  Idsi,  las,  Idsurnh,  Idsut,  Idsun;  conjunctive 
Idsif  &c. :  in  Middle  High  German  las,  Uese,  las,  Idsen,  Idsef, 
Idsen;  conjunctive  l<Bse.  This  phenomenon  stands  in  con- 
tradiction to  all  other  strong  verbs,  because  here  the  poly- 
syllabic forms  have  a  heavier  vowel  than  the  monosyllabic ; 
but  the  reverse  naturally  appears  everywhere  else.  Even 
in  the  Sanscrit  we  find  this  apparent  contradiction  to  the 
law  of  gravity,  and  the  surprising,  although,  perhaps,  acci* 
dental,  coincidence  with  the  Gothic,  that  in  both  languages 
in  similar  places — viz.  before  the  heavy  terminations  of  tiie 
dual  and  plural — ^a  radical  a  is  changed  into  4,  in  both  lan- 
guages only  in  roots  which  terminate  in  a  simple  consonant ; 
to  which  is  further  added,  in  Sanscrit,  the  limitation,  that  the 
initial  consonant,  also,  must  generally  be  simple,  and  cannot 
be  V  or  the  like,  which,  in  the  syllable  of  repetition,  according 
to  §.  598.,  experiences  a  change.  The  syllable  of  repetition, 
however,  is  suppressed  in  the  cases  in  which  the  a  is  changed 
into  6.  This  is  the  practical  view  of  the  rule,  which  we  shall 
subsequently  endeavour  to  elucidate  theoretically.  Let  the 
root  tan,  ''to  stretch  out,*'  serve  as  example. 
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I 
ACTIVE. 

SfNOULAB.  DUAL.  PLURAL.  .^ 

tcdAna  or  tatana,  thuva  for  tatanivOf       thuma  for  iatamma,  i 

tatardha,  { ^^^^^^  ^^  tatanaihm,  Una  for  tatana. 

or  tinitha  for  taiatiUha, )  \ 

taldna,  tinalus  for  tidanatuih    tinus  for  Canity.  < 

MIDDLE. 

tM  for  tatanif  thdvahi  for  tatamvaht,  tinitnahS  for  tatardmahL 

tSnUM  for  tatanisMf        Undthi  for  tatanAthtf    Unidhv^  for  iaiamdhve. 
fini  for  ^oton^.  <^nd/^  for  iaiandlS,        tiniri  for  tatardri. 

It  appears,  therefore,  from  this  paradigm,  that  the  form  <^n 
used  for  fo^ari,  though  far  the  most  common,  is  adopted 
only  before  heavy  terminations,  or  in  such  persons  as,  in 
their  full  form,  would  appear  to  consiift  of  four  syllables ;  for 
although,  in  the  second  person  plural,  i^na  stands  for  iaiana, 
and  in  the  third  person  plural,  tSniu  for  tatanvsj  still  us  in  this 
place  is  an  abbreviation  of  ardi  (compare  §•  462.),  and  a  is 
clearly  only  the  remnant  of  an  original  termination  aiha : 
the  a  of  tSnOj  for  tin-a-thof  corresponds  merely  to  the  con- 
junctive vowel  of  the  Greek  rervi^a-re  and  of  the  Gothic 
vaivald'u4h9  fir-U'th,  Us-urth.^    The  reason  of  the  abbrevia- 


«  I  hare  already,  in  my  System  of  Conjugation,  and  in  the  Annala  of 
Oriental  Literature  (London,  1820)  called  attention  to  the  fiact,  that  the 
Sanscrit  tutupa  in  the  second  person  plural  is  an  abbreviated  form,  and  in 
the  former  parts  of  this  book  the  fiict  has  often  been  alluded  to,  that  the 
Sanscrit,  in  particular  cases,  appears  in  disadvantageous  contrast  with  its  Eu- 
ropean sister  idioroB.  It  has  therefore  surprised  me  that  Professor  Hofer, 
in  his  Treatise  "  Ck>ntributions,"  &c.,  p.  40,  has  made  so  general  an  asser- 
tion, that  recent  investigators  have  not  been  desirous  *'  of  keeping  per- 
fectly free  from  the  unfortunate  error  of  believing  in  the  imaginaiy  invio- 
lability and  pristine  fidelity  and  perfection  of  the  Sanscrit"  For  my  part 
I  have  never  conceded  to  the  Sanscrit  such  pristine  fidelity ;  and  it  has 
always  given  me  pleasure  to  notice  the  cases  in  which  the  European  sister 
languages  surpass  it,  as  the  Lithuanian  does  in  this  day,  in  everywhere 


824  VBRBS. 

tion  is  clearly  apparent  in  the  second  person  singular;  for  if 
here  the  termination  tha  is  joined  directly  to  the  root,  ^e 
full  reduplication  remains ;  but  if  the  number  of  syllables  is 
increased  by  a  conjunctive  voweU  then  Ha  is  used  for  tatan ; 
thus  tinitha  (from  tatanilha)  answering  to  iatantha.  I  recog- 
nise, as  has  been  already  observed  (see  §.  548.),  in  forms  like 
Un  a  concealed  reduplication ;  thus  tin  from  taiin  (as  in  Latin 
cecini  for  cacani),  and  this  from  tatan,  whence,  by  rejecting 
the  second  t,  tdn  (for  ta-an)  may  have  been  formed,  and  so,  in 
earlier  times,  have  been  used  for  tin;  and  I  think  that  the 
Gothic  it  in  forms  like  lisum,  is  not  found  there  because  the 
Sanscrit,  in  analogous  forms,  has  an  i,  but  for  this  reason 
that  the  Sanscrit  i  was  formerly  an  4  but  the  Gothic  i  re- 
presents the  d  (§.  60.)  The  Old  High  German  has  preserved 
the  original  sound,  and  exhibits  Idsumis  (from  lalasumSs), 
which,  in  contrast  with  the  Gothic  lisumis,  appears  like  a 
Doric  form  contrasted  with  an  Ionic  one.  While,  in  the 
second  person  singular,  the  Gothic  Uu-U  on  account  of  its 
monosyllabic  nature,  is  based  on  Sanscrit  forms  like  tatanthar 
the  Old  High  German  Idsi  answers  to  the  contracted  form  is^ 
niiha.  It  must  be  assumed  that  the  Grothic  hts,  last,  was  for- 
merly laikis,  lailast ;  and  then,  too,  the  plural  Usum  stood  in 
the  proper  relation  to  lailas  (lakis),  te.  in  the  relation  of 
the  weaker  to  the  stronger  radical  form.  We  give,  for  a 
complete  general  view  of  the  analogies  existing  between 
the    Sanscrit  and  the  German  in  the  case  before  us,  the 


expressing  the  idea  ^' who?"  by  kw,  while  the  Sanscrit  /ro«,  according  to 
fixed  laws  of  sound  becomes  at  one  time  kaKy  at  another  h%  at  another 
ka,  and  appears  in  its  original  form  only  before  t  and  th» 

*  Regarding  the  Latin  forms  like  cSpi  (see  §.  548.),  it  may  be  here 
further  remarked,  that  Ag.  Benary,  also  (Doctrine  of  Latin  Sounds,  p.  276, 
&c.),  traces  back  the  Latin  perfect  in  all  its  formations  to  the  Sanscrit 
aorist. 
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reduplicated  preterite  of  ^  sad,  "  to  sit,"  "  to  place  one- 
self," corresponding  to  the  Gothic  sat  and  Old  High 
German  saz,   *'l   sate,"   connected   with   it  in   form    and 

sense* 


SINGULAR. 

SANSCRIT. 

sasdd^a  or  sasad- 
msat'fha  or  sid^i 
sasdd-a. 

a. 

GOTHIC. 

(8ai)satf 

(8ai)sas't 

(sai)satf 

OLD  HIGH  GERM 

(si)mz, 
sdz'i''\ 
(si)saz. 

s^dri-vaj 

9^,d-a-thiis, 

sid-a-tus, 

DUAL. 

situ  ?  (see 
sU-u-is, 

.... 

PLURAL. 

§.  441.) 

... 
... 
... 

sMri-ma, 
9Sd^'\ 

96d-U8, 

sH'Vrflh 
SH-U'th 

sit-u-rif 

sdz-u-mSs. 

sdZ'U't. 

sdz-u-fu 

^'Remark  1. — ^That  in  the  example  here  given,  as  gene- 
rally in  Grimm's  tenth,  eleventh,  and  twelfth  conjugations, 
the  a  of  the  preterite  is  the  real  radical  vowel — ^that  in 
the  present  it  is  weakened  to  i,  and  that  the  i  of  the  pre- 
sent has  not,  vice  versd,  been  strengthened  in  the  preterite 
to  a — ^I  infer,  not  only  from  this,  that  the  Sanscrit,  where 
it  admits  of  comparison,  everywhere  exhibits  a  as  the 
unmistakeable  radical  vowel,  but  especially  from  the 
circumstance  that  the  Gothic  causal  verb  where  any 
such  corresponds  to  the  primitive  verb,  everywhere  uses 
the  a  in  the  present  even,  which  the  primitive  verb  has 
retained  merely  in  the  preterite;  for  instance,  from  SAT, 
"'  to  sit,"  comes  the  causal  saJ^,  "  I  set = Sanscrit  sddaydmL 
If  it  were  merely  the  object  of  the  language  to  gain  in 
the  causal  a  vowel  connected  with  the  primitive  verb,  but 
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strengthened,  then  if  SIT  were  the   root,   from   it  would 
perhaps  have  proceeded  seilya  (=sity(i)  or  saUya  ;   and  in 
reality  the  verbs,  to  which  I  ascribe  i  as  the  radical  vowel, 
exhibit, in  the  causal,  ai,  as  those  with  a  radical  u  employ  an; 
in   exact  agreement  with  the  Sanscrit,  where  i  and  u  re- 
ceive Guna  in  the  causal,   i.  e.  prefix  a.     Thus  in  Gothic, 
from   ur-BISf   *to  stand   up,'    (ur-reisa,    ur^ais,    ur^risum) 
comes  ur-raisyOf  '  I  raise  up':  from  DBUS,  '  to  fall '  (driusa, 
(hausf    drusum)f   ga-drausya,   *  I    plunge";    as,   in    Sanscrit, 
from    vid  and  bitdh,    'to  know,'    vSdayAmi  (  =  vaidaydmt), 
Mdhaydmi  ( =  bandhaydmi),  '  I  make  to  know/       The  cir- 
cumstance, that  Sanscrit  verbs  with  a  radical  a  correspond 
to  the   Gothic    sat,    *  I  sate,'    band,  *  I  bound,'    would    not 
alone  furnish  any  sufficient  ground   for  assuming  that  the 
said  and  analogous  Gothic  verbs  exhibit  the  root   in   the 
singular    of*  the    preterite ;     for    it   might    certainly   be 
allowed  that  binda  proceeds  from  the  Sanscrit  bandh,  sila, 
from  sad,  and  that  an  original  a  has  here  been  corrupted 
to  i ;  but  it  might  still  be  maintained  that  the  a  of  the  pro- 
noun band,  sat,  is  not  a  transmission  from  the  period  of  iden- 
tity with  the  Sanscrit,  but  that  it  has  been  newly  developed 
from  the  i  of  the  present,  because  the  change  of  sound  of 
i  to  a  is  the  symbol  of  the  past.      I  object  to  this  view, 
however,  first,  because  not  only  does  sat  answer  to  sasada 
or  sasdda,  but  also  the  plural  sStum  from  s&tum.  Old  High 
German  sdzumcs,  to  s^dima  from  sddima  (sa(s)adinui),  and  it 
is  impossible  to  consider  this  double  and  surprising  coinci- 
dence as  fortuitous  ;    secondly,  because,  as  has  been  above 
remarked,  the  causals  too  recognise  the  a  of  the  verbs 
under    discussion   as  a   radical  vowel ;     thirdly,    because 
substantives  also,  like  band,  satz,  which  have   nothing  to 
do  with  the  expression  of  past  time,  or  any  other  temporal 
relation,  conform  to  the  vowel  of  the  preterite ;  fourthly, 
because  generally,  in   the  whole   Indo-European  fomily  of 
languages,  no  case  occurs   of  grammatical  relations  being 
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expressed  by  the  change  of  the  radical  vowel ;  fifthly, 
because  the  reduplication,  which  is  the  real  expression  of 
the  past,  is  still  clearly  retained  in  Gothic,  in  the  verbs 
mentioned  above,  and  is  therefore  adequate  ground  for 
assuming  that  sat  is  an  abbreviation  of  saisat,  but  that 
Saturn  for  sAlum  is  a  contraction  of  sa(9)^tim.'" 

"Remark  2. — ^The  Sanscrit  roots  which  begin  with  a 
consonant  which  must  be  replaced  by  another  cognate 
one,  refrain  from  the  contraction  described  above ;  for  if 
the  g  of  the  base  syllable  of  jagam  dropped  out,  and  the 
two  a  were  melted  down  to  ^,  then  jim  would  assume 
an  appearance  too  much  estranged  from  the  root ;  and  this 
is  certainly  the  reason  why  the  contraction  is  avoided.  It 
is  omitted,  also,  in  roots  which  begin  with  two  consonants, 
and,  indeed,  for  the  same  reason ;  for  if  the  st  of  the 
second  syllable  of  tastan  was  dropped,  the  contracted  form 
would  be  t&iu  in  which  the  root  dan  would  no  longer  be 
recognised.  There  are,  however,  a  few  exceptions  from 
the  restriction  specified ;  as,  babhaj  from  bhaj,  '  to  pay 
homage,'  is  always  contracted  to  ^i|^  bh^,  as  far  as  is  yet 
known,  though  ^i^  b^  might  be  expected ;  but  the  aspi- 
ration of  the  base-consonant,  which  has  been  dropped,  has 
been  carried  back  to  the  syllable  of  repetition,  according 
to  the  principle  of  the  above  mentioned  fy^  dhiksh  for 
didkakshf  from  dak,  '  to  bum '  (see  §.  593.).  It  is  more 
difficult  to  account  for  the  fact  of  some  roots,  which  begin 
with  two  consonants  having  permitted  themselves  to  be 
contracted,  and  having  retained  both  consonants  in  the 
syllable  of  repetition,  since  to  the  reduplicated  perfect 
theme  tairas  a  contracted  form  iris  corresponds,  while 
from  sairaSf  by  rejecting  the  tr  of  the  second  syllable, 
should  come  t6s.  Either,  then,  in  tris  the  r,  which  is  sup- 
pressed in  the  full  reduplicated  form  (tatras  for  trairas),  is 
again  restored,  in  order  to  comply  with  the  requirement 

that  the  form  of  the  foot  be  not  too  much  disfigured,  or 
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the  forms  like  trh  proceed  from  a  period  when  the  syl- 
lable of  repetition  still  combined  the  two  consonants,  as  in 
the  Latin  spopondi,  stetu  and  in  the  Gothic  skaiskaUh  ;  or, 
lastly,  and  this  is  nlost  probable,  forms  like  Ms  proceed 
from  a  period  when  the  language  had  completely  forgotten 
the  ground  of  their  origin  in  contraction,  and  when  in 
forms  like  sMima  reduplication  was  no  longer  perceived, 
but  only  the  change  of  a  radical  a  into  S,  and  it  was 
believed  that  the  true  exponent  of  the  relation  of  time  was 
therein  recognised.  Thus,  in  a  measure,  the  Gothic 
frihumt  *  we  asked  '  (Sanscrit  paprichchhima,  not  prichhimaf 
from  prachhf  *  to  ask ')»  was  prepared  by  Sanscrit  forms 
like  trisimaf  *  we  trembled,'  bhrhninuh  '  we  wandered,' 
and  some  similar  ones.  The  Sanscrit  and  German  in  this 
agree  most  admirably,  that  roots  which  end  with  two  con- 
sonants have  not  permitted  the  combination  to  make  its 
way ;  certainly  because,  through  their  stronger  construc- 
tion, they  had  more  power  to  bear  the  full  reduplication 
(compare  §.  589.),  which  has  at  last  disappeared  in  Gothic 
in  those  verbs  with  a  radical  a,  which  weaken  tliat  vowel, 
in  the  present,  to  i;  so  that  band,  bundum^  correspond  to 
the  Sanscrit  babandha,  babandhima.  To  a  Gothic  present 
banda,  would  correspond  a  preterite  baibandS'' 

606.  It  is  not  requisite  to  assume  that  forms  like 
%ftfif  sSdima,  "  we  sate,"  which  has  been  compared  above 
(p.  825)  to  the  Gothic  s^um  and  Old  High  German  sdzum, 
existed  so  early  as  the  period  of  the  unity  of  language. 
I  rather  hold  the  Sanscrit  sidinui  and  Gothic  s&um,  besides 
being  identical  in  their  root,  to  be  connected  only  in 
this  point,  that  they  both,  independently  of  each  other, 
have,  in  consequence  of  a  contraction,  lost  Hie  sjemblance 
of  a  reduplicated  form ;  that  in  both  the.  /^  -stands  for  an 
older  d,  which  is  preserved  in  the  01d;;ffigh  German 
sdzumis ;  that  the  Sanscrit  s^d  for  s&d  jias'  sprung  from 
8asadi  as  the  Gothic  s^t  for  s6l  from  sasatr  the  latter  natu- 
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rally  at  a  time  when   the    syllable  of  repetition   was   still 
faithful  to  the  radical  syllable  as  regards  the  vowel.      The 
contraction   of  polysyllabic   forms   into    monosyllabic,  by 
rejecting  the  consonant  of  the  second  syllable,  or  the  con- 
sonant together  with  its  vowel  (as  above  in  lips  for  lilapSt 
§.  592.)  is  so   natural,  that  different   languages  may  easily 
chance  to  coincide  in  this  point;   but  such   an   omission 
might   most  easily  occur   in   reduplicated  forms,  because 
the  expression  of  the  same  syllable  twice  running  might 
be  fatiguing,  and  therefore  there  would  be  a  direct  occa- 
sion for  the  suppression  of  the  second   syllable  or  its  con- 
sonant.   In  verbs  with  a  radical  a  the  occasion  is  the  more 
urgent,  because  a  is  the  heaviest  vowel,  and  hence  there 
is    the   more   reason  to  seek  for  a  diminution  of  weight 
Latin    forms   like    cecini,   tdigi  (compared   with    such   as 
tutudi,  momordi),  comply  vdth   the  requisition    after   being 
weakened  by  reducing  the  a  to  i  in  the  base-syllable,  and 
to  «  in   the   syllable  of  repetition,  while  perfects  (aorists) 
like  cSpi,  fkU  in   their  process  of  diminishing  the  weight, 
coincide  with  the  Sanscrit  Mifna  and  Gothic  situmt  which 
does    not  prevent  the  assumption  that  each  of  the  three 
languages  has  arrived   at  the  contracted  form  in  its  own 
way,  as  the  Persian   em  and  English  am  (=em),  "I  am," 
approach   so  closely,  because  they  both,   but  quite  inde- 
pendently of  each  other,  have  abbreviated  the  primitive 
form  asmi  in  the   same  way,  while  in  the  third  person 
the  Persian  and  Latin  est  coincide,  through  a  similar  cor- 
ruption of  the  old  form  asto  ;  or  as  the  Old  High  German 
fioTy  vior,  stands  in  the  same  relation  to  the  Gothic  fidvdr  that 
the   Latin  quar  of  qimr^tus  does  to  the   to-be-presupposed 
quatuor-tus.     In  conclusion,  I  shall  further  observe  that  the 
Gothic  maUf  "  I  mean,"  though  a  form  according  to  the  pre- 
terite, and  based  on  the  Sanscrit  mamana  or  mamdna,*  still 


*  The  root  man^  *'  toihink,"  is  indeed,  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
language,  used  only  in  the  middle  (thus  min^,  **  I,  he  thought"),  which, 

however, 
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in  the  plural  forms  not  mhfium,  after  the  analogy  of  mhdma, 
but  munum,  which  leads  us  to  conjecture  an  older  maimunwn 
for  mamunumy  as  bundum  for  hcabundum,  babundum.  Simi- 
larly, skulum,  "  we  should,"  not  skelum  (singular  skal).  From 
mag,  "  I  can/'  comes  magum,  without  weakening  the  a  to  u. 
In  respect  to  this  and  similar  verbs  it  may,  however,  be  ob- 
served, that  in  the  Sanscrit  vSda,  "  I  know,"  and  Greek  <^a 
(  =  Gothic  vait,  see  §.  491.),  the  reduplication  is  lost,  and  per- 
haps, also,  all  German  verbs,  which  associate  the  sense  of  die 
present  with  the  terminations  of  the  preterite,  have  never 
had  reduplication,  on  which  account  there  would  be  no  reason 
to  expect  a  murium  for  manum  from  mamanum. 

607.  Verbs  with  a  radical  i  or  u  before  a  simple  final  conso- 
nant have  Guna,  in  Sanscrit,  before  the  light  terminations  of 
the  reduplicated  preterite,  and,  therefore^  only  in  the  singular 
of  the  active.  This  Guna,  is  the  insertion  of  an  a  before  the  ra- 
dical vowel,  just  as  in  Gothic  (Grimm's  eighth  and  ninth  con- 
jugations). As,  however,  with  the  exception  of  the  few  verbs 
which  belong  to  the  Sanscrit  fourth  class  (see  §.  109  ^  2.),  all 
strong  verbs  belong  only  to  the  Sanscrit  fourth  class,  which,  in 
the  special  tenses,  has  Guna  pervading  it ;  so  also,  in  the  Ger- 
man verbs  with  a  radical  i  and  u,  Guna  must  be  looked  for  in 
the  present  and  the  moods  dependent  thereon.  The  Guna 
vowel  a  has,  howeveri  in  the  present,  been  weakened  to  i,  and 
is  only  retained  as  a  in  the  monosyllabic  preterite  singular. 
While,  therefore,  the  Sanscrit  root  budh,  cl.  1,  "to  know,"  forms, 
in  the  present,  bddhdmi,  pi.  bddhdmcis  (=^baudhdmi,  baudhd- 
mas),  and,  in  the  reduplicated  preterite,  bubddha  (=:bubaudha), 
plural  bvhudhima,  the  corresponding  Gothic  root  BUD  ("to 
offer,"   "to  order,")   forms,  in  the   present,  biuda,^  plural 


however,  does  not  prevent  the  assumption  that  originally  an  active  also 
has  existed. 

*  Graff,  who  has  in  general  supported  with  his  assent  my  theory  of  the 
German  aldaut  (change  of  sound),  which  I  first  submitted  in  my  Review  of 

Grimm's 
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hiudam,  and  in  tlie  preterite  bauth  (see  §.  93*.),  plural  budum. 
In  verbs  with  a  radical  t  the  Guna  vowel  i  is  melted  down  in 
German  with  the  radical  vowel  to  a  long  i,  which,  in  Gothict 
is  written  ei  :*  hence  the  Gothic  root  BIT, "  to  bite  "  forms, 
in  the  present,  beita  {=bita,  Old  High  German  bizu),  and  in 
the  singular  of  the  preterite  bait,  plural  biiutn,  answering  to 
the  Sanscrit  bibhida  (from  bMaida),  "  I  and  he  cleft,"  bibhi- 
dima,  "we  cleft."  In  the  present,  ^if^bhid,  if  it  belonged  to 
the  first  class,  would  form  bMddmi,  to  which  the  Gothic  beita 
(from  biUxi)  has  the  same  relation  as  above  biuda  to  bddhdmL 
The  relation  of  the  Gothic  beita  from  biita  to  the  Sanscrit 
bMddmi  from  bhaiddrM,  is  like  that  of  the  plural  nominative 
fadei-8  (from  the  base  FADI)  to  the  Sanscrit  patay-as  from 
pati,  "lord,"  only  that  in  patay-a^a  the  ^=a  +  ^  is  resolved 
into  ay  on  account  of  the  following  vowel. 

608-  We  give  here,  once  more,  the  Gothic  bait,  "  I  bit," 
and  baug,  "  I  bowed,''  over  against  the  corresponding  San- 
scrit forms,  but  so  that»  varying  from  §.  489.  and  our  usual 
method,  we  express  the  Sanscrit  diphthongs  ir  6  and  wt  6, 
according  to  their  etymological  value,  by  ai  and^  au,  in  order 


Grimm's  German  Grammar,  difiers  in  this  point  from  the  view  above  taken, 
that  he  does  not  recognise  in  the  •  of  biudu  and  in  the  fii-st  t  of  beita  {=bita, 
from  HUa)  the  weakening  of  the  Sanscrit  Guna  vowel  a,  hat  endeavours  in 
thiee  different  ways  to  gain  from  the  radical  t  and  u,  in  the  present  i 
(written  ei  in  Gothic)  and  iu  (Old  High  German  Thesaurus  I.  pp.  21,  22), 
of  which  modes,  however,  none  is  so  near  and  concise  as  that,  according 
to  which  the  i  of  hiudu  is  the  weakening  of  the  a  of  the  Sanscrit  baudhdmi 
(contracted,  b6dhdmi\  to  which  biudu  has  the  same  relation  that  the  Old 
High  German  dative  suniu,  **  to  the  son,"  has  to  the  Gothic  eunau  and 
Sanscrit  eunav^^  from  the  base  sunu,  the  final  u  of  which  receives  Guna 
in  the  dative  singular  and  nominative  plural.  In  the  former  place  the 
Gothic  has  retained  the  old  Guna  a ;  and  it  is  not  till  several  centuries 
later  that  we  first  see  this  in  Old  High  German  weakened  to  t :  in  the 
latter  place  (in  the  nominative  plural)  the  Gothic  even  has  admitted  the 
weakening  to  »,  but  changed  it  to  jf ;  hence  eunyu^s  for  Sanscrit  sunafy^s. 
«  See  §.  70.,  and  Vocalismns,  p.  224,  Remark  13. 


832 


VERBS, 


to  make  the  really  astonishing  agreement  of  the  two  lan- 
guages more  apparent.  We  also  annex  the  Old  High  German, 
which  replaces  the  Grothic  diphthong  ai  by  ei,  and  au  by  ou 
(before  T  sounds,  s  and  h  by  6).  In  the  Old  High  Grerman 
it  is  especially  important  to  remark,  that  it  replaces  by  the 
pure  vowel  of  the  root  the  diphthong  in  the  second  person 
singular,  on  account  of  the  dissyllabic  form,  which  here  cor- 
responds to  the  Gothic  monosyllabic  one,  as  a  clear  proof 
that  the  vowel  opposition  between  singular  and  plural  de- 
pends on  the  extent  of  the  word  or  the  weight  of  the  termi- 
nations, as  we  have  already  perceived  by  the  opposition 
between  a  in  monosyllabic  and  the  lighter  u  in  polysyllabic 
ones  {bant,  bunt*  huntum^s,  see  §.  604.). 


Sanscrit. 


Gothic. 


ix_   *» 


6/iid,  "split,"   6«/,"bite, 

bibhaid-a,        bait, 
bibhaid-i-tha,  bais-t,^ 
bibhaid-a,        bait. 


bibhid'i-va, 

bit'H,^ 

bibhid-a-thus,  bit-u-t^. 

bibhid-a-tus, 

•  .  •  • 

bibhid-i-mat 

bit'U-m, 

bibhid-a'. 

bit'U'th, 

bibhid'US, 

bit'U-n,] 

O. II. Germ.  Sanscrit.  Gothic.      O.H.Gem. 

ROOT. 

biz,*' id.''   6Att;,"bend,"  bug,**id:' bug^id:' 

SINGULAR. 

beiz.  bubhauj-a,  bang,        bang. 

biZ'i.  bubhauj-i'tha,  baug-t,      bug-u 

beiz,  bubhauj^a,  bang,        boug. 

DUAL. 

....         biJ)huj-i'va,  bug-^L?      .... 
bubhuj-a-thus,  bug^u-ts, 

buLbhuj-a-tus,  .... 


.... 


•  . .  • 


•  •  •  . 


.  •  •  • 


PLURAL. 

biz-u-mh.  bubhuj't-ma,  bug-u-m,  bug-u-mh 

biz'U-t,      bubhuj-a-,  bug-u-ih,  bug-u-i 

biz-u-n.      bubhuj-us,  bug-u-n,  bug-u-n. 


See  §.  102. 


>  See  §.441. 


609.  The  Greek  second  perfects  like  iretrotda,  \eXonra,  eotKO, 
v€(f>€vya  in  respect  to  their  Guna  answer  to  the  Sanscrit 
word  just  discussed,  bib/iaida  (bibhSda),  bubhauja  {bubhdja)f 
and  Gothic  bait,  baug.     The  circumstance,  however,  that  the 
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Gr^ek  retains  the  Guna  in  the  dual  and  plural,  and  uses  not 
vevidafiev,  ir€if>6yafJL€v,  but  iteiroidafJLev,  ir€<l>€vyaii€v,  raises  a 
suspicion  against  the  originality  of  the  principle  followed  by 
the  Sanscrit  and  German.     We  will  therefore  leave  it  unde* 
cided  whether  the  Greek  has  extended  unorganically  to  the 
plural  numbers  the  Guna,  which  was  created  only  for  the 
singular,  or  whether  the  vowel  strengthening  of  the  redu- 
plicated preterite  was  originally  intended  for  the  three  num- 
bers of  the  active ;  and  the  coincidence  of  the  Sanscrit  and 
German  in  this  point  is  only  accidental,  that  they  have,  in  the 
tense  under  discussion,  accorded  to  the  weight  of  the  termi- 
nations, or  extent  of  the  word,  an  influence  in  shortening  the 
base-syllable.     This  influence  is  so  natural,  that  it  need  not 
surprise  us  if  two  languages,  in  the  course  of  time,  had 
admitted  it  independently  of  each  other,  and  then,  in  the 
operation  of  this  influence,  coincided ;   as,  on  one  side,  the 
Gothic  biiumf  bugum,  answering  to  bait,  haug,  and,  on  the 
other  side,  the  Sanscrit  bibhidima,  bubhujima,  answering  to 
bibhaida  bubhauja.     The  German   obtains  a  separate  indi- 
viduality in  that  the  Old  High  German,  in  the  second  person 
singular,  employs  bizit  bugU  and  not  beizi,  botigu  on  account  of 
their  being  dissyllabic ;  while  the  Sanscrit,  in  spite  of  their 
being  of  three  syllables,  uses  bibhaidUha,  bubhaujitha.     It  is 
certain  that  the  Sanscrit,  in  its  present  state,  has  given  to 
the  weight  of  the  personal    terminations  a  far    greater 
influence  than   could  have    existed  at  the   period  of  the 
unity  of  language;    and  that  the  Greek  SeSopKafiev,  with 
reference  to  the  singular   ieiopKOf  stands  nearer  to  the 
primitive    condition    of  the  language    than   the   Sanscrit 
dadriumot  which  has  abbreviated   the   syllable  ar  of  the 
singular  dadoarha  to  ri.    Observe,  also,  what  has  been  re- 
marked above  regarding  the  retention  of  the  Gothic  6  and 
Greek  a  or  i;  in  the  dual  and  plural,  while  the  Sanscrit  exhi- 
bits the  lengthening  of  a  radical  a  to  d  only  in  the  first  and 
third  persons  singular  (§.  603.) 
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610.  As  to  the  persona]  terminations  of  the  reduplicated 
preterite,  they  deserve  especial  consideration,  as  they  do  not 
answer  exactly  to  the  primary  endings,  nor  to  the  secondary. 
The  ground  of  their  varying  from  the  primary  terminatioDB, 
to  which  they  most  incline  (in  Greek  more  clearly  than  in 
Sanscrit),  lies  palpably  in  the  root  being  encumbered  with 
the  syllable  of  reduplication,  which  in  various  places  has 
produced  an  abbreviation  or  entire  extinction  of  the  personal 
terminations.     The  first  and  third  person  singular  have  the 
same  sound  in  Sanscrit,  and  terminate  with  the  vowel,  which 
should  properly  be  only  the  bearer  of  the  personal  termi- 
nation.    The  Gothic  has  even  lost  this  vowel ;  hence,  above, 
baug,  bait,  answering  to  bubhauja  (bubhdja),  bibhaida  (bibhSda). 
The  Greek,  however,  has,  in  the  third  person,  corrupted  the 
old  a  to  6,  just  as  in  the  aorist,  where  we  saw  eiei^e  answer 
to  the  Sanscrit  adikshat.    In  the  same  way,  in  the  perfect, 
T6Tv0e,  ieiopKc,  &c.  answer  to  the  Sanscrit  ttUdpa  (  =  tutaupa) 
dadaria  ;  while  in  the  first  person,  rervil^at  SiSopKa,  stand  on 
the  same  footing  with  the  Sanscrit  fuidpa,  dadarsa  (from 
dadarka).      As  three  languages,  the  Sanscrit,   Greek,  and 
Gothic,  and  a  fourth  the  Zend  (where  dadarsa  appears  in 
the  form  mm^m^^s^  dadareia),  agree  with  one  another  in  thisi 
that  in  the  first  and  third  person  of  the  sense  under  discus- 
sion they  have  lost  the  personal  designation,  it  might  be 
inferred  that  this  loss  occurred  as  early  as  the  period  of  the 
unity  of  language.     But  this  inference  is  not  necessary ;  for 
in  the  incumbrance  of  the  root  by  the  syllable  of  reduplication 
there  lies  so  natural  an  occasion  for  weakening  the  termi- 
nation, that  the  different  cognate  languages  might  well  have 
followed  this  impulse  independently  of  each  other.    And  the 
three  languages  (the  2iend,  whose  long  sojourn  with  the 
Sanscrit  is  evident,  may  remain   unnoticed)  do  not  stand 
quite  on  the  same  footing  with  respect  to  the  disturbing 
influence  which  they  have  permitted  to  the  syllable  of  redu- 
plication: the  Sanscrit  has  yielded  more  to  this  influence  than 
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its  Greek  and  German  sisters ;  and  our  forms  like  ihr  bisset, 
**  you  bit,"  ihr  boget,  "  you  bent,"  are  more  perfect  in  their 
termination  at  this  day  than  what  we  can  draw  from  the  San- 
scrit, in  contrast  to  them,  from  the  oldest  period  of  its  litera- 
ture. The  Sanscrit  reduplicated  preterite  has,  for  instance, 
lost  the  termination  of  the  second  person  plural  from  the  oldest 
time ;  and  this  person  is  therefore  either  completely  the  same 
with  the  first  and  third  person  singular,  or  distinguished  from 
it  only  by  the  removal  of  the  Guna,  or  by  an  abbreviation  in 
the  interior  of  the  root  from  which  the  singular  has  remained 
free;  e.g.  the  first  and  third  person  singular  and  second  person 
plural  of  krand,  "  to  weep,"  are  chakranda  :  in  the  two  former 
places  the  Gothic  gaigrdt  corresponds  to  it,  and,  indeed,  shews 
to  disadvantage  through  its  loss  of  the  final  vowel :  in  the 
second  person  plural,  however,  gatgrdt-u-th  surpasses  the 
Sanscrit  cAaArand-a,  which  has  evidently  been  preceded  by  a 
form  chakrand-oriha  or  chakrand-o-ta.  To  the  Greek  rervip' 
a-re,  ieSopK-a-re,  correspond,  in  Sanscrit,  tutup-a,  dadrii-a', 
for  tutuy-a-tha,  dadrii-a-tha. 

611.  The  Sanscrit  reduplicated  preterite  stands  in  disad- 
vantageous comparison  with  the  Greek  perfect  in  this  point 
also,  that  in  the  middle  and  passive  it  has  not  only,  like  tlie 
present,  lost  the  m  of  the  first  person,  but  also  the  t  of  the 
third ;  thus,  tutupi  stands  for  tutup-mi  and  tuiup^ti,  and  in  the 
former  case  is  surpassed  by  rervfi-fiai,  in  the  latter  by  reTw- 
rat,  as  respects  the  correct  preservation  of  the  termination. 
From  Tervfi'fjLou,  reruir-Ta/,  it  may  be  inferred  that  the  active 
was  formerly  rervnafu,  rervTraTt,  or  renKpafu,  Tervt/y-am,  and 
in  Sanscrit  tutdp-^-mi  (or  tutdp-d'tnU  see  §.  434.),  tuidp-a-tu 
The  conjunctive  vowel  is  suppressed  in  Greek  before  the 
weightier  terminations  of  the  middle  passive,  according  to 
the  principle  by  which  the  i;  of  the  optative,  and  the  corre- 
sponding f\  of  the  Sanscrit  potential,  is  dropped  in  the  middle, 
and  e.g.  iiSoifieda,  dadimahi,  correspond  to  the  active  St- 
iottifiev,   dadydma.      The  Sanscrit,  in  the   middle  and  the 
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passive,  which  in  this  tense  is  fully  identical  with  the  middle, 
prefixes  to  the  personal  terminations  beginning  with  a  con- 
sonant a  conjunctive  vowel  i  (see  §.  605.);  hence  tutup-i-she 
answering:  to  the  Greek  Tennr-a-at.  Yet  in  the  Veda  dialect 
the  form  tutup-si  might  be  expected,  as  this  dialect  often 
suppresses  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  the  common  language, 
and,  in  the  Rig  Veda  (XXXII.  4.).  from  vid,  class  6.  "  to  find," 
occurs  the  form  vivU-s^,  **  thou  didst  find,"  for  the  common 
vivid'i'sM. 

612.  The  third  person  plural  of  the  middle  passive  exhibits 
in  Sanscrit  the  termination  ri,  which,  in  the  common  lan- 
guage, always  precedes  the  conjunctive  vowel  t,  which, 
however,  may  be  withdrawn  in  the  Veda  dialect,  where, 
dadris-ri,  "they  were  seen,"  occurs  for  dadtutiri  (Rig  Veda, 
XXXIV.  10.).  It  is  hardly  possible  to  give  a  satisfactory 
explanation  of  this  termination.  I  have  elsewhere  (Lesser 
Sanscrit  Grammar,  §.  372.  Rem.  4.)  remarked,  that  its  r  is 
perhaps  a  corruption  of  an  original  «,  which  otherwise!  in 
Sanscrit,  occurs  only  in  the  initial  sound,  and  regularly,  in- 
deed, before  sonant  letters,  in  case  a  vowel  other  than  a  or  ^ 
precedes  the  ».  This  being  the  case,  this  r  would  belong  to 
the  verb  substantive ;  and  we  should  remark,  that  in  Greek, 
also,  this  verb,  in  certain  tenses,  is  found  only  in  the  third 
person  plural,  while  the  rest  are  simple  {kmoarav,  eioaoof)' 
The  Sanscrit  intended  probably,  in  the  case  before  us — if  the 
r  really  stands  for  s — by  this  change  to  lighten  the  sound,  as 
occurs  in  the  Old  High  German,  where,  in  all  roots  in  U  and 
us,  and  in  part  of  the  roots  in  as,  the  radical  sibilant  in  the 
preterite  is  retained  only  in  the  monosyllabic  forms,  hut 
in  the  polysyllabic  is  weakened  to  r ;  hence,  from  RiSt 
**  to  fall "  (Sanscrit  bhrans),  reis,  riri,  reis,  rirumes,  &c. ;  from 
LUS,  '•  to  lose,"  Ids,  luri  (see  §.  608.),  Ids,  lurumis,  &c. ;  from 
was,  "  I  was,"  "  he  was,"  comes  the  second  person  vodrif  the 
plural  tvdrumSs,  &c. 

613.   With    the    r    of   the    Sanscrit   termination  r^  is 


FORMATION  OF  TENSES.  837 

clearly  connected  that  of  the  termination  ran  of  the  third 
person  plural,  middle,  potential,  and  precative,  where  raw,  in 
my  opinion,  is  an  abbreviation  of  ranta ;  and  also  the  r, 
which  the  root  «,  "  to  lie "  (Greek  Keiyiat),  adds,  in  the 
third  person  plural  of  all  special  tenses  (siratS,  "  they  lie," 
asirata,  **  they  lay,'^  sh-atdm,  "let  them  lie").  The 
root  vidf  "  to  know,"  Class  2,  in  combination  with  the 
preposition  sam,  admits  at  will  the  addition  of  such  an  r 
in  the  present,  imperfect,  and  imperative ;  hence,  sanvi- 
drati  or  sahvtdai&t  "  they  know  "  (Panini  VII,  1.  7.).  The 
Veda  dialect  gives  to  the  addition  of  this  enigmatical  r,  in 
the  middle  and  passive,  a  still  wider  extension  (Panini 
VII.  1.  8.),  and  exhibits  addhra,  "  they  milked,"  for 
aduhrata,  instead  of  the  common  aduhatct.  Remarkable, 
also,  are  the  forms  ^V7^  adrlaran  and  11^4  ctsriyrant  from 
^^T^onif  adriiraniay  ^r^iTW  asrigrarda,  for  adrisanta,  asrpanta. 
The  Anusvara  of  this  Veda  termination  ran,  which  may 
have  been  formerly  rans  (with  s  from  f,  compare  p.  754.), 
passes  into  m  before  vowels ;  hence.  Rig.  Veda  IX.  4.,  ^ra^V^ 
J^  ^  "ftrc  aarigram  Indra  tS  giraK  "  effusi  suntf  Indra  !  tibi 
hymni "/  L.  3.  ^VV^I'^  ITW  ^iT'ft  f^  Tjpnft  Wit  Wg  adriiram 
asya  kitavd  vi  raimayd  jandn  arm  ''  conapiciuntur  e;u8  ccUus- 
trantes  radii  inter  homines.'''^ 


*  The  former  is  an  aorist  of  the  sixth  formation,  from  the  root  dW«, 
which  is  not  used  in  the  special  tenses;  but  eurigrah^  in  which  the  reten- 
tion of  the  original  guttural  instead  of  the  palatal  of  the  common  language 
is  to  be  noticed,  does  not,  in  my  opinion,  admit  of  being  explained  as  an 
aorist,  as  Westeigaard  makes  it,  but  appears  to  me  as  an  imperfect;  as  the 
roots  of  the  sixth  class,  when  they  do  not  insert  a  nasal  in  the  special 
tenses,  are  incapable  of  the  sixth  aorist  formation,  because  they  could  not 
be  distinguishable  from  the  imperfect.  Why  should  not  the  imperfect,  as 
well  as  the  aorist,  be  capable  of  replacing  the  termination  arUa  by  rah  f 

t  Compare  Westei^gaard,  Radices,  p.  269.  Rosen  takes  adriiran  ac- 
tively, and,  in  the  first  passage,  agrigram^  as  the  first  person  singular  active, 
which,  however,  will  not  do.  Preterites  with  a  present  signification  are 
very  common  in  the  Vedas. 
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614.  The  conjunctive  vowel  i,  which  the  middle  uses  in 
almost  all  persons,  may  formerly  have  been  an  a;  and  it 
is  still  more  probable  that  the  active,  as  in  Greek,  every- 
where had  an  a  as  conjunctive  vowel ;  that  therefore  the 
form  ttUup-i-ma  was  preceded  by  a  form  tutup-a-ma 
(or  tutup-d-mOf  see  §.  434.),  as  analogous  to  the  Greek 
T€Tv(l>'a-fi€v ; — an  opinion  which  is  also  corroborated  by  the 
Gothic  w-w,  as  in  gaigrdt-u-m,  "  we  wept,"'  which  leads  ns 
to  expect  a  SRU^rit  chakrand-a-ma  or  d-ma  for  chakrand-i- 
vfuh  as  the  Gothic  u  very  often  occurs  as  the  weakening 
of  an  original  a,  but  not  as  the  increase  of  an  ori- 
ginal i. 

615.  In  the  second  and  third  person  dual  the  Sanscrit 
has  firmly  retained  the  old  conjunctive  vowel  a ;  but  the 
a  of  the  primary  terminations  thaSf  tas,  has  been  weakened 
to  u,  probably  on  account  of  the  root  being  encumbered  by 
the  syllable  of  reduplication ;  '  hence,  tutup-a-thus,  tvtujnt- 
tu-%  correspond  to  the  Greek  Tcru^a-Toi/,  T€TVif>-arTW 
from  -Toy,  to? ,  see  §.  97.) ;  and  chakrand-a-thuSf  "  ye  two 
wept,"  to  the  Gothic  gaigrSt-u-ts  of  the  same  import  The 
w  a  of  these  dual  forms  is  never  suppressed,  and  hence 
is  regarded  by  grammarians  as  belonging  to  the  termina- 
tion itself,  while  the  terminations  va  and  ma  of  the  first 
person  dual  and  plural  occasionally  occur  also,  in  direct 
combination  with  the  root ;  as  from  sidh,  "  to  stop,"  come 
both  sishidhivOf  sishidhima,  and  sishidhvay  sishidhmcu  Thas 
we  find  in  Greek,  also,  the  a  occasionally  suppressed  before 
the  heavier  terminations  of  the  dual  and  plural.  Here 
belong,  besides,  fo-fiet/  for  otiafiev  (see  §.  A9l.),eotyfiev,  eiicrov, 
avcr^fiev,  iiStfiev.  But  on  these  forms  no  special  rela- 
tionship is  to  be  based,  but  only  a  coincidence  of  prin- 
ciple ;  for  in  the  operation  of  the  law  of  gravity  it  is  so 
natural  that  two  languages  should,  independently  of  one 
another,  free  themselves  before  heavy  terminations  of  a 
semi-vowel,  not  indispensable  for  the  idea  to  be  conveyed, 
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that  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to  assume  here  an   old  trans- 
mission. 

616.  With  regard  to  the  termination  ntha  of  the  second 
person  singular,  we  direct  attention  to  §.  453.  It  may  be 
here  additionally  remarked,  that  if  the  Greek  ^a-da — which  is 
there  referred  to  ^rrf^  As-i-tha,  for  which  would  stand,  with- 
out the  vowel  of  conjunction,  ds-tha — is  not  a  remnant  of  the 
perfect,  but  actually  belongs  to  the  imperfect,  the  Sanscrit 
middle  imperfect  ^rrem^  Asthds  would  admit  of  comparison 
with  it.  But  I  prefer  referring  this  ^<rOa  to  the  perfect,  and 
placing  it  on  the  same  footing  with  o7<r'da,  which,  with  re- 
spect to  its  termination,  corresponds  well  with  ^T^vU-fha 
and  the  Gothic  vais-L  The  Old  High  German  also,  which, 
in  its  strong  preterites,  has  preserved  only  the  conjunctive 
vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  i-tha,  and  hence  opposes  to  the  San- 
scrit bubauj-i'tha  (bubdj-i-tha)  and  Gothic  baug-t, "  thou  didst 
bow,"  the  form  bug-i,  has  in  preterites,  which,  like  the  San- 
scrit vSda,  Greek  oiiap  and  Gothic  vaitf  have  present  signi- 
fication, retained  the  old  t  in  direct  combination  with  the 
root;  as,  weis-t  (euphonic  for  toeiz-t)  corresponds  to  the 
Gotliic  vaia-f,  Greek  ola-6a,  and  Sanscrit  viHba  (vait-tha). 
Here  belong  also  muos-U  "  thou  must,"  tdh-t,  "  thou  art  fit,"  * 
mcJi't,  "thou  canst,"  scal-t,  "thou  shouldst,"  an-s-f,  "thou 
art  inclined,"  "  dost  not  grudge**  (with  euphonic  s,  see  §.  95. : 
the  form  cannot  be  cited,  but  cannot  be  doubted),  chan-s-f, 
"  thou  canst,"  "  thou  knowest,"  gelars-f,  **  thou  venturest,"  t 
darf-f,  "  thou  didst  require." 


*  Does  not  occnr,  but  can  be  safely  deduced  from  the  third  person  touk 
and  the  preterite  toh-ta. 

t  The  #  is  not,  as  I  formerly  assumed,  euphonic  (§.94.),  but  belongs 
to  the  root,  which,  before  vowels,  assimilates  its  9  to  the  preceding  r  (as 
Greek  dappo^,  Oappeco),  rejected  when  in  the  terminating  sound,  but  preseired 
before  t :  hence,  in  the  first  and  third  person  singular  ge-tar^  third  person 
plural  ge4urrun^  ge-iurren.  In  the  Sanscrit  corresponds  dharth  {dhrish)^ 
''  to  yenture,"  in  Lithuanian,  drys-ti;  comp.  Pott,  I.  270,  Graff,  V.  441. 
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617.  It  deserves  further  to  be  remarked  with  respect  to 
the  Gothic,  that  the  roots  terminating  with  a  vowel  prefix  an 
s  to  the  t  of  the  second  person :  at  least  the  second  person 
of  saUS,  "  I  sowed/^  is  saisd-st  (Luc.  zix.  21.) ;  from  which  we 
may  also  infer  vaivd-st,  from  the  root  VO,  "to  blow'* 
(Sanscrit  vd),  and  IcdlS-st,  from  LO,  "  to  laugh."  As  to  the 
relation  of  the  at  of  the  present  (vaia,  hia,  sata)  to  the  6  of 
the  preterite  and  of  the  root,  it  resembles  that  of  bmdn, 
**  I  bind,"  to  BAND  ;  i.  e.  as  the  a  of  this  and  similar  roots 
has  weakened  itself  in  the  present  to  t,  the  same  has  been 
done  by  the  latter  half  of  the  6=d,  or  a •\- a.  In  the  same 
way,  in  Sanscrit,  a  long  d  is  sometimes  weakened  to  ^= of; 
e.g.  in  the  vocative  of  the  feminine  bases  in  d  (see  §.  *205.). 
But  to  return  to  the  Gothic  root  SO,  I  am  not  inclined  to 
infer  from  the  third  person  present  scdy-i-tli,  which  actually 
occurs  (Mark  iv.  14.),  a  first  person  saiya,  but  believe,  that 
only  before  t  a  y  is  added  to  the  diphthong  at,  and  that  the 
third  person  singular  and  second  person  plural  of  vaia  and 
kda  also  must  be  vaiyiih,  laiyitK  and  the  second  person  sin- 
gular vaiyis,  laiyis.  But  if  the  root  SO  had,  in  the  first 
person  singular,  formed  saiya,  then  the  third  person  plural 
would  certainly  have  been  saiyand,  the  infinitive  saiyan,  and 
the  present  participle  saiyands  ;  on  the  other  hand,  at  Matth. 
iv.  26.  occurs  saiand,  " they  sow ;'  1.  c.  4,  5,  saiands,  '* the 
sower,''  and  saian,  "  to  sow." 

618.  The  Sanscrit  roots  in  d  (the  analogy  of  which  is  fol- 
lowed by  those  also  with  a  fimal  diphthong,  wliich  are,  for 
the  most  part,  dealt  with  in  the  general  tenses  as  if  they 
ended  with  d)  employ  in  the  first  and  third  persons  au  for  d 
or  d,  for  the  d  of  the  root  should  be  melted  down  with  the  a 
of  the  termination  to  ^  or  be  dropped  as  before  the  other 
terminations  beginning  with  a  vowel.  Instead  of  this,  how- 
ever, au  is  used ;  eg,  ^  daddu,  "  I  gave,''  "  he  gave,"  from 

dd ;  mSt  taafhdv,  "  I  stood,"  "  he  stood,"  from  s(M.     U  du 
was  found  only  in  the  first  person,    I   should  not  hesitate 
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recognising  in  the  u  the  vocalization  of  the  personal  character 
m,  as  in  the  Gothic  siyaUf  *'  I  may  be/'  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  ^qii^  sydm,  and  in  Lithuanian  forms  in  au  (§.  438.) 
This  view  of  the  matter,  however,  appears  less  satisfiactory, 
if  we  are  compelled  to  assume  that  the  termination  du,  after 
its  meaning  had  been  forgotten,  and  the  language  had  lost 
sight  of  its  derivation,  had  found  its  way  unorganically  into 
the  third  person,  though  such  changes  of  person  are  not 
unheard  of  in  the  history  of  language ;  as,  in  the  Gothic 
passive,  where  the  first  and  third  persons  have  likewise 
the  same  termination,  but  reversed  through  the  transpo- 
sition of  the  ending  of  the  third  person  to  the  first,  and, 
in  the  plural,  also  into  the  second  (§.  466.).  But  if  the 
termination  du  of  daddu,  dedu  dedU,  stands  with  the  same 
right  in  the  third  person  that  it  does  in  the  first,  and  no 
personal  ending  is  contained  in  it,  then  the  u  of  the  diph- 
thong du  may  be  regarded  as  the  weakening  of  the 
common  termination,  or  conjunctive  vowel  a ;  so  that  the  u, 
according  to  the  principle  of  Vriddhi,  would  have  united 
with  the  preceding  d  into  du  (see  §.  29.) ;  while  in  the , 
ordinary  contractions  an  d  is  shortened  before  its  combi- 
nation with  u  or  t  to  (1.  and  then,  with  u,  becomes  6=^au^ 
and  with  i,  i  =  au 

619.  The  Sanscrit  verbs  of  the  tenth  class,  and  all  deri-* 
vative  verbs,  periphrastically  express  the  reduplicated  pre- 
terite by  one  of  the  auxiliary  verbs — kri^  "  to  make,'"  cw 
and  bhu,  "to  be'" — the  reduplicated  preterites  of  which  are 
referable  to  the  accusative  of  an  abstract  substantive  in 
d,  which  is  not  used  in  the  other  cases,  before  which  the 
character  dy  of  the  tenth  class  and  of  the  causal  forms  is 
retained ;  e.  g,  ch&raydnchakdra  (euphonic  for  chSraydmrch-)^ 
" he  made  stealing,'^  or  chthraydmdsa,  or  ch&raydmbabhuva* 


*  The  root  bhu  irregalarly  contains  in  the  syllable  of  repetition  an 
a  instead  of  the  shortened  radical  vowel,  omits  in  the  first  and  third 
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"he  was  to  steal."  The  opinion  expressed  in  the  first 
edition  of  my  Sanscrit  Grammar,  that  the  form  in  dm 
must  be  regarded  as  the  accusative  of  an  abstract  sub- 
stantive, I  have  since  found  is  supported  by  the  Zend, 
where  the  corresponding  occurs  as  an  infinitive  in  the  accu* 
sative  relation,  as  I  have  already  shewn  by  citing  the 
following  lucid  passage  (Vend.  S.  p.  198.) :  f^jJ^  -2$^jC 
yyAAA><g^Ai7  i}-^  MJMX3^yAi^M^  ffezt  tioien  mazdayaina  zanm 
radcUiayanm*  "  If  the  worshippers  of  Mazda  wish  to  make 
the  earth  grow  (cultivate)"  The  Sanscrit,  instead  of  Jiri. 
occasionally  uses  another  word  of  similar  import,  to  pa- 
raphrase the  reduplicated  preterite.  Thus  we  read  in 
the  Mah&bh&rat  (L  1809.) :  ^^JVill^H,  ^^T^nH  H^lQt  vapusk- 
(amdrfham  varaydm  prachakramuhf  "  they  solicited  Vapush- 
tam& ;"  literally,  *'  they  made  solicitation  on  account  of 
Vapushtama,"  or  "  they  went  to  a  solicitation ;"  for  pro- 
kram  means,  properly,  **  to  go  ;"  but  verbs  of  motion  fre- 
quently take  the  place  of  those  of  making,  since  the  com- 
pletion of  an  action  is  represented  as  the  going  to  it. 


person  singular  the  Guna  or  Vriddhi  augment,  and  changes  irregularly  its 
H  before  vowels  into  uv  instead  of  uv. 

t  Thus  I  read  for  the  1.  c.  occurring  raSdhyahm,  ibr  which,  p.  299,  oc- 
curs rtiSdhayifn :  the  two  forms  guided  me  in  restoring  the  right  reading 
which  has  since  been  confirmed  by  Bumouf,  by  comparing  MSSw  Anqae- 
til  translates  thus,  ^'  loraque  lea  MazdSiesnans  vmlerU  creuaer  dea  ruiaeavs 
dedans  et  autour  dune  terre;"  in  accordance  with  which  I  before  rendered 
the  expression  raSdhayahm  by  ^^ per/arara."  It  is,  however,  probably  the 
causal  form  of  raddk,  ^^to  grow"  (compare  Bnmouf's  Ya^na,  Notes, 
p.  XXXV.),  which  is  based  on  the  Sanscrit  ruh  from  rudh  (see  §.  28. )i  bdA 
with  which  the  Crothic  LUDy  "to  grow,*'  latUhef  laudis^  "man*  (oor 
Leute\  is  connected.  It  is  possible  that  this  causal  form  may  have  as- 
sumed, in  Zend,  the  meaning  "  to  bury,"  as  one  of  the  means  of  growth. 
This,  however,  is  of  not  much  importance  to  us  here :  it  suffices  to  know, 
what  is  very  important,  that  raSdhayahm  supplies  the  place  of  an  infini- 
tive, has  an  accusative  termination,  and  confirms  my  explanation  of  the 
Sanscrit  form  under  discussion. 
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620.  It  is  very  important  to  observe,  that  it  is  the 
verbs  of  the  tenth  class,  causal  forms,  and  other  derivative 
verbs,  which  particularly  employ  this  periphrastic  forma- 
tion of  the  reduplicated  preterite,  and  do  not  admit  the 
simple  formation ;  for  hereby  the  way  is,  in  &  manner, 
prepared  for  the  German  idioms,  which,  without  excep- 
tion, paraphrase  their  preterite  by  an  auxiliary  verb 
signifying  "  to  do,^'  precisely  in  that  conjugation  in  which 
we  have  recognised  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class  in  three 
different  forms  (see  §§.  109  ^  6.  504.).  I  have  asserted  this, 
as  regards  the  Gothic,  already  in  my  System  of  Conjuga- 
tion  (p.  151.  &C.),  where  I  have  shewn,  in  plurals  like 
sSkididumf  *'  we  sought,""  (made  to  seek),  and  in  the  con- 
junctive in  the  singular  also  (jsAkididyaUf  "  I  would  make 
to  seek "")  an  auxiliary  verb  signifying  '*  to  do,"'  and  a 
word  related  to  dSths,  *'  the  act,"'  *  (Theme  dM).  Since 
then,  Grimm,  with  whom  I  fully  coincide,  has  extended 
the  existence  of  the  auxiliary  verb  also  to  the  singular 
s^eidot  and  therefore  to  the  other  dialects  ;  for  if  in  sSkida 
the  verb  *'  to  do ""  is  contained,  it  is  self-evident  that  it 
exists  also  in  our  suchie.  I  had  before  derived  the  sin- 
gular 96kida  from  the  passive  participle  sokUhs  (theme 
sMnda).  But  since  I  now  recognise  the  verb  (thun) 
'*  to  do  "'  also  in  aikidaf  *'  I  sought,""  I  believe — ^in  which  I 
differ  from  Grimm — ^that  we  must,  in  respect  to  their 
origin,  fiilly  separate  firom  one  another  the  passive  parti-^ 
dple  and  the  indicative  preterite,'^  great  as  the  agreement 
of  the  two  forms  is,  which,  in  Gothic,  amounts  to  complete 
identity  ;  for  the  theme  of  sSkUks^  "  the  sought,""  is  sdkida 
(see  §.  135.)>  thus  fully  the  same  as  sdkida,  "  I  sought ;"" 
and  salbSda,  the  theme  of  saUMhs,    "  the   anointed,""  is  in 


*  It  18  preserved  only  in  miata-^Uthg,  **  misdeed,"  but  is  etymologically 
identical  with  our  Oat^  Old  High  German  tdt^  Old  Saxon  ddd. 
t  Compare  my  VocaHsmus,  pp.  51,  &c. 
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form  identical  with  soBMot  ''  I  anointed.'"  This  circum- 
stance, too,  was  likely  to^  mislead,  that  participles  in  da 
(nominative  iJut)  occur  only  in  verbs  which  form  their 
preterites  in  da,  while  in  strong  verbs-  the  passive  parti- 
ciple terminates  in  na  (nonunative  ns),  and,  e,g.  bug-onn^ 
"  bent "  (theme  bug-a-na),  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit 
bhug-na-s.  In  Sanscrit,  however,  passive  participles  in  na 
are  comparatively  rare,  and  the  vast  majority  of  verbs 
form  them  by  the  suffix  to,  on  which  the  Latin  fu-«, 
Greek  tot  (wXeicTof,  iro/Tfrdf,)  Litth.  ta-'S  (suk-ta-^f  *'  turned  ") 
are  based.  This  suffix  has,  however,  nothing  in  common 
with  the  verb  ihuru  "  to  do,''  under  discussion ;  and  there- 
fore, also,  the  Gothic  suffix  da  of  SOK^I^DA,  sMths,  can 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  da  of  sdktda^  "  I  sought,"' 
when  elsewhere  this  da  signifies  "  I  did,"  just  as  dSchitn 
in  sdkidMum  means  "  we  did,"  and  ci^-fAs,  "the  deed." 

621.  The  just  mentioned  di-ths^  to  which  the  Old 
Saxon  d4d  and  Old  High  German  tdt  correspond,  is,  in 
the^  theme,  dfidU  the  i  of  which  is  suppressed  in  the  nomi- 
native (see  §.  135.) :  the  genitive  is  didai-s,  the  accusative 
plural  dMi-ns,  The  final  syllable  of  the  base  dMi  corre- 
sponds to  the  Sanscrit  suffix  tU  which  forms  abstract  sub- 
stantives, and,  in  the  Gothic,  occurs  under  the  form  of  iu 
ihh  or  dif  according  to  the  measure  of  the  letter  preeeding 


*  Compare  tyak-ta-s^  "forsaken,"  krv-ta^y  "made,"  bri-tcus^  "borne." 
I  remark,  en  passant^  that  the  Latin  la^us  might  become  connected  with 
britas,  from  bhartas^  in  the  same  way  as  latus^  "  broad,"  with  prithus^ 
irXarlfi :  thus,  the  labial  being  lost,  r  being  exchanged  with  /,  and  ai  trans- 
posed to  la  ssrtiy  as,  in  the  Greek,  Jfdpoirov  for  ^bapKw, 

t  I  write  the  non-occurring  nominative  diths^  not  dSds,  since  d  after 
vowels,  before  a  final  «,  and  at  the  end  of  words,  generally  becomes  th ; 
hence,  also,  sSkiths^ "  sought,"  from  the  base  sSkida,  and  mannaUihs^ 
"  world,"  literally  *'  human^eed,"  from  the  base  si'-di  and  the  root  «<$, "  to 
sow"  {gaia^  mwd,  see  §.  617).  SSdi  has  the  same  relation  to  «d,  in  rq;ard 
to  its  radical  vowel,  tliat  tSka,  "  I  touch,"  has  to  the  preterite  taU6k. 
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it  (see  §.  91.)«  There  remains,  therefore,  di,  in  Old  Saxon 
dd,  in  Old  High  German  tdf  as  the  root»  and  this  regularly 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  2^nd  i|T  dhd  j^dAt  '^  to  set,'' 
"  to  make ''  (see  p.  112) ;  from  which  might  he  expected  an 
abstract  substantive  iirRn|^  dhd-ti-St  aojmau^  dd-ti-s,  which 
would  answer  to  the  Greek  Oeais  (from  0eTif).  It  is  a  ques- 
tion, then,  whether,  in  the  Gothic  dMum  of  solddidum,  the 
first  syllable  is  fully  identical  with  that  of  DE-DI,  "  the 
deed'"*?  I  think  it  is  not;  and  consider  dMumt  and  the 
conjunctive  dMyau,  plural  diddmoj  as  reduplicated  forms ; 
so  that  thus  the  second  syllable  of  didum,  didyaUf  would 
be  to  be  compared  with  the  first  of  DEDh  "  deed."  The 
di  of  didum,  "  we  did,"  dS-^yau,  "  I  would  do,"  considered 
as  the  syllable  of  reduplication,  is  distinguished  from  the 
common  reduplicated  preterites  like  vai^vd-unif  *'  we  blew," 
sai'S&um,  **  we  sowed,"  taitdkunh  **  we  touched,"  by  its  ^ 
for  at.  It  may  be,  then,  that  this  i,  which  has  proceeded 
from  aif  is  the  contraction  of  a  +  £  to  a  mixed  sound, 
according  to  the  Sanscrit  principle  (see  §.  2.) ;  or  that, 
according  to  an  older  principle  of  reduplication,  the  ^  of 
dS-dufOt  just  like  that  of  DEDL  represents  the  original 
long  d  of  the  Sanscrit  root  dhd  (see  §.  69.),  which  is  re- 
tained unchanged  in  the  Old  High  German  idt,  and  Old 
Saxon  ddd.  In  the  last  syllable  of  dS^Jbifn,  di-dyau,  we 
miss  the  radical  vowel :  according  to  the  analogy  of  vat^ 
vS^mj  sai-sd^tnt  we  should  expect  didS-um.  The  abbre- 
viation may  be  a  consequence  of  the  incumbrance  owing 
to  composition  with  the  principal  verb :  however,  it  occurs 
in  Sanscrit  even  in  the  simple  word ;  since,  in  the  redupli- 
cated preterite,  da-dh-i-mat  "we  did  set,"  da-dfA-tis,  "they 
did  set,"  are  correctly  said  for  da'dhA-i-ma,  dadhd-us. 
Even  in  the  present,  the  root  dhd,  which,  as  a  verb  of  the 
third  class,  has  reduplication  in  the  special  tenses  also, 
with  dd,  class  3,  "  to  give,''  irregularly  reject  the  radical 
vowel    before    the    heavy   terminations    of  the    dual    and 
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plural ;  thus,  dadh-^mas  for  dadhA^mas ;  just  so,  in  the 
whole  potential  mood,  where  dadh-ydm  (for  dadhd-y6m\ 
ponatih  answers  remarkably  to  the  Gothic  dSd-yau  (from 
sdkidtd-yauX  "  I  would  do,"  for  dSdd^au. 

622.  The  singular  of  sdlcidMum,  tdkidididhf  sokidSdunp  is 
sokida,  sdkidis,  sdkida^  with  the  loss  of  the  syllable  of 
reduplication.  Yet  dh  is  perhaps  an  abbreviation  of  dM, 
as,  in  the  preterite,  t,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit  ir  iha,  is 
properly  the  character  of  the  second  person  (see  §.  453.), 
before  which  a  radical  T  sound  passes,  according  to  §.  102., 
into  8 ;  as,  bais-t,  ban9't,  for  bait-t,  band-i.  So,  also,  dh 
might  have  proceeded  from  d^^f,  and  this  from  dM-L  In 
the  simple  state,  the  auxiliary  verb  under  discussion  is 
wanting  in  Gothic ;  at  least,  it  does  not  occur  in  Ulfilas  ; 
but  in  Old  Saxon,  dd-m^  dd-s,  dd-t  (or  <2^),  correspond 
admirably  to  the  Sanscrit  dadhA-mh  dadhA-sU  dadhdriu 
with  6  for  a,  according  to  the  Gothic  principle  (see  §.  69.^ 
and  with  the  suppression  of  the  syllable  of  reduplication, 
which,  as  has  been  already  remarked,  the  Sanscrit  verb, 
according  to  the  principle  of  the  third  class,  exhibits,  like 
the  Greek  ridvifju,  in  the  present  also.  The  preterite  in 
Old  Saxon,  as  in  all  the  other  German  dialects,  has  pre- 
served the  reduplication,  and  is,  dMa,  dedd-a,  deda,  plural 
deduftt  also  dddun*  properly  the  third  person,  which,  in 
the  Old  Saxon  preterite,  as  in  the  Gothic  passive  (§•  466.), 
represents  both  the  first  and  second  person.  In  this 
ded-ufi  or  ddd-u-rif  therefore,  the  radical  vowel,  as  in  the 
Gothic  sdkididun  (for  sSkid^dd-u-n),  is  dropped  before  the 
conjunctive  vowel.  The  e  of  cfedo,  &c.,  has  arisen  from 
i,  which  has  been  actually  retained  in  Anglo-Saxon.  Here 
the  preterite  under  discussion  has  <2ufe,  didest,  dide,  plural 
didoih  in  the  three  persons.  These  forms,  therefore,  in 
respect  to  their  reduplication  syllable,  answer  to  the  pre- 


*  See  Schmeller's  GloBsariuin  Soxonicam,  p.  2S. 
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terites  with  concealed  reduplication,  as  Old  High  German 
hi-aU  for  hihalt  (see  §.  &92.).  The  Old  Saxon  dddun,  which 
occurs  in  the  plural,  together  with  dedun,  as  also  in  the  se- 
cond person  singular  cUkU  is  found  together  with  dedd-s  (see 
Schmeller^s  Gloss.),  is  unorganic,  and  follows  the  analogy  of 
Grimm''s  tenth  and  eleventh  conjugations ;  i,e.  it  is  produced 
in  the  feeling,  as  if  dad  was  the  root  and  first  and  third 
person  in  the  singular  preterite,  and  the  present  didu.  Thus, 
also,  in  the  conjunctive,  with  dedi  exists  the  form  ddcU. 
In  Old  High  German,  also,  the  forms  which  have  a  long  d 
in  the  conjugations  named,  employ  this  letter  in  the  auxi- 
liary verb  under  discussion,  and,  indeed,  without  a  dissen- 
tient authority,*  without,  however,  in  a  single  one,  the  first 
and  third  person  singular  being  tat^  as  might  have  been 
expected  from  the  second  person  tdti  (like  sdri  answering 
to  MZt  see  the  second  table  in  §.605.)*  I  annex  the  preterite 
in  full,  according  to  Grimm ;  teta,  tdti,  tela ;  tdtumis,  idttit, 
tatun ;  conjunctive  tdti,  tdiis,  tdti ;  tdtimes,  tdtit,  tdttn.  The 
present  is  tuo-m,  fuo-9,  tuo-U  tuo-mh,  tuo-U  tuo-nt ;  which,  in 
its  way,  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  da-dhdmU  just  as  well  as  the 
Old  Saxon  dS^mt  &c;  as  tio»  in  Old  High  Grerman,  is  the 
most  common  representative  of  the  Gothic  and  Old  Saxon 
df  and  therefore  of  the  Sanscrit  d ;  as,  in  Jvory  answering 
to  the  Gothic/^  and  Sanscrit  chdr,  from  chachAroy  "  I  went,"" 
''he  went.""  The  Middle  High  Gennan  is,  in  the  present, 
tuonp  tuo-st,  tuo-t ;  tuo-rh  tuo^t  ttum-t :  in  the  preterite,  t'dte, 
tfxie,  tete  :^  plural  tdteru  tAtet,  tdten :  conjunctive  tefe  &c. 
Our  German  that,  tkdte,  follows  exactly  the  analogy  of 
forms  like  tratf  tratCf  las,  lose  (Grimm's  tenth  conjugation), 
and  would  lead  us  to  expect  a  present  thete  from  thite  ;  the 


*  See  Graff,  V.  287,  where,  however,  remark  that  very  few  anthoiities 
distinguish  graphically  the  long  a  from  the  short. 

t  Abo  at  and  tete^  the  latter  unorganic,  and  as  if  the  first  e  had  not  heen 
produced  from  f,  hut,  through  umlaut^  from  a.     See  Grimm,  I.  p.  965. 
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recollection   of  a   reduplication  iwhich  is  contained  in  that 
is  completely  destoyed,  but  just  as  much  so  the  possibility 
of  connection  with  the  weak  preterites  like  sucfUef  to  which 
recourse  must  be  had,  if  we  wish  to  reject  the  opinion  first 
given  by  Grimm  (I.  p.  1042),  but  not  firmly  held  by  him, 
that  the  Old  Saxon  deda,  Anglo-Saxon  dide,  Old  High  Ger- 
man t'et(h  Middle  High  German  tete,  rest  on  reduplication.* 
The  passive   participle  gi-td-nirf  ge-fha-ner,  answers  to  the 
Sanscrit  like  ndd-na,  **  withered,"  from  mldi  (mid),  or  ddma, 
**  gift ''  (properly  "  that  given "),   from   dd,    of  which  the 
common  participle  is  datta  (from  daddta),  the  reduplication 
being    irregularly    retained.       The    Sanscrit   tenth    class 
agrees  with  the  German  weak  conjugation  (the  prototype 
of  which  it  is)  in  this  point»  that  it  never  forms  its  pas- 
sive participles  in  na,  but  always  in  ta ;  on  which  is  based 
the  Gothic  da  of  SOKIDA,  nominative  masculine  sdkUhi, 

" sought" 

623..  To  return  to  the  Gothic  sdkida,  "  I  sought,"  •<  made  to 
seek,"  after  acknowledging  in  the  ya  of  sdlcya^  "  I  seek,"  the 
character  of  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class  ^nr  ayo,  and  in  sdki-da* 
**  I  make  to  seek,"  a  copy  of  the  Sanscrit  chdraydn-chakdra 
(or  chakara)t  "  I  made  to  steal,"  we  now  consider  the  i  of 
sdkida  as  the  contraction  of  the  syllable  yot  in  which  we  agree 
with  Grimm.  The  t  of  sdkida,  therefore,  represents  the  San- 
scrit oydm  of  chdraydm-^hakdra  ('^  n  euphonic  for  m),  "  I 
made  to  steal";  or,  in  order  to  select  kindred  verbs,  the  t  of 
the  Grothic  sati  of  sati-dOf  "  I  made  to  place,"  corresponds  to 


*  The  substantive  {H-ths  (theme  dS-di)^  tM^  cannot  stand  in  our  way, 
aince  its  formation  haa  nought  to  do  with  the  reduplication,  nor  with  the 
weak  conjugation ;  hut  here  di^  td^  is  the  root,  and  di,  H,  the  deriyation- 
Buffix  mentioned  in  §.91.  Nor  can  the  participle  gi-ta^ner,  kt-ta-ner,  ge- 
tha-neTy  induce  us  to  look  for  passive  participles  in  the  weak  conjugations 
like  gir-wJbd^taner  instead  of  gi-salbdtSr^  ge-wibter^  because  we  make  this 
participle  independent  of  the  auxiliary  verb  thun  (compare  Vocalisniuft, 
P-  77). 
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the  Sanscrit  aydm  (or  rather,  only  its  y)  of  sddaydnrchakdra, 
"  I  made  to  sit*';  the  Gothic  thani,  of  ihanirda^  **  I  extended/' 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  idnay&m  of'  tdnaydn-chakara,  **  I 
made  to  make  extend";  the  Gothic  vasif  of  vasi-doy  '*  I  made 
to  clothe,"  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  vdsaydm  of  ydsaydn- 
chakdra,  '*  I  made  to  cause  to  be  clothed  "  {vdsaydmh  "  I  cause 
to  clothe,'"  as  causal  of  txiSf  "to  clothe").  It  might  be  con- 
jectured that  the  first  member  of  the  Gothic  compounds 
under  discussion  originally,  in  like  manner,  carried  an  accu- 
sative-termination, just  as  in  idea  it  is  an  accusative.  As, 
that  is  to  say,  in  the  present  state  of  the  language,  Gothic 
substantives  have  entirely  lost  the  accusative  sign,  it  would 
not  surprise  us  to  find  it  wanting  in  these  compositions  also. 
At  an  earlier  period  of  the  language,  saiin-da,  thaninrda, 
vasin-da,  may  have  corresponded  to  the  Sanscrit  sddaydm', 
tdnaydm-,  whaydm-,  the  m  of  which  before  the  ch  of  the  aux- 
iliary verb  must  become  s^n.  The  selection  of  another  aux- 
iliary verb  in  German,  but  which  has  the  same  meaning, 
cannot  surprise  us,  as  the  Sanscrit  also^  occasionally,  as  has 
been  already  shewn,  employs  another  verb  for  the  idea  of 
*  doing"  (see  p.  842),  or  sets  in  its  place  the  verb  substantive 
tm  or  hhii. 

624.  Grimm's  second  conjugation  of  the  weak  form,  of 
which  9aS>6  is  given  as  example,  has,  as  has  already  been  ob- 
served, cast  out»  like  the  Latin  first  conjugation,  the  semi- 
vowel which  holds  the  middle  place  in  the  Sanscrit  aya  of  the 
tenth  class,  and  the  two  short  a  then  coalesce,  in  Gothic,  into 
^  =  a -I- CI,  as,  in  Latin,  into  d.  Hence,  in  the  preterite,  Gothic 
forms  like  salbd-daf  "  I  made  to  anoint,'"  correspond  to  the 
Sanscrit  like  chdraydn-chakdra,  "  I  made  to  steal";  as  laigd, 
from  laiyd-dd,  *'l  made  to  lick,"  answers  to  the  Sanscrit 
Uhaydm  {^laihaydm)  from  Uhaydn-chakdra,  "I  made  to 
cause  to  lick.''  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Sanscrit 
tenth  class  is  at  the  same  time  the  form  of  causal  verbs, 
which  admit  of  being  formed  from  all  roots ;  hence,  also,  in 
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Grimm's  third  class  of  the  weak  conjugation  (which  has  pre- 
served the  two  first  syllables  of  the  Gothic  aya  in  the  form  of 
ai,  in  accordance  with  the  Latin  i  of  the  second  conjugation, 
and  the  analogous  Prakrit  forms*),  the  Gothic  preterites 
munai-dOf  "  I  thought,"  banai-dOf  "  I  built,"  ga-jukcd-da,  '*  \ 
subjected  to  the  yoke,'"  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  causal 
preterites  mdnaydn-chakdra,  **I  caused  to  make  to  think," 
bdvaydn-chakdra,  *'  I  caused  to  make  to  be,"^  "  I  produced, 
created.*'  t 

625.  In  Sanscrit,  besides  the  tenth  class  and  derivative 
verbs,  there  are  verbs  which  paraphrase  the  reduplicate 
preterite  by  forming  directly  from  the  root  an  abstract  sab- 
stantive  in  d,  and  combining  with  its  accusative  one  of  the 
abovementioned  auxiliary  verbs.  All  roots,  for  instance,  do 
this,  which  begin  with  vowels  which  are  long  either  natu- 
rally or  by  position,  with  the  exception  of  an  d  long  by  po- 
sition and  the  root  dp,  "  to  reach "";  as  iidn-chakdra,  **  I  made 
to  rule,"  from  is,  **  to  rule."  Compare  with  this  the  Gothic 
brah-ta,  **  I  brought,''  answering  to  the  strong  present  bngga 
(bringa).  Moreover,  the  paraphrased  preterites,  to  which, 
instead  of  the  present,  a  simple  preterite  with  present  mean- 
ing corresponds  (see  §.  616),  and  which,  in  the  preterite,  jost 
like  brah-ta,  combine  the  auxiliary  verb  thun  direct  with  the 
root,  in  which  junction  its  T  sound  is  governed  by  the  final 
consonants  of  the  principal  verb ;  and  in  Gothic  appears  at  one 
time  as  t,  at  another  as  th,  at  another  as  d  (compare  §.  91.), 
and  after  the  t  of  VIT,  "to  know,"  as  s  (see  §.  102.) :  hence, 
m6s-4a,  "  I  must,"  preterite  {mM,  "  I  must,"  present) ;  mm- 
tha,  " I  meant"  (maw,  " I  mean");  skut-da,  "  I  should"  («fo/, 
"I  should,"  present);    vis-sa  for  viVto,  "I  knew"  (vait,"l 


*  See  p.  110. 

t  The  Gothic  verb,  also,  is,  according  to  its  meaning,  a  causal  from  a 
lost  primitive,  which,  in  Old  High  German,  in  the  first  person  present,  b 
him,  see  §.  510. 
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know/^  see  §.  491).  A  few  weak  verbs,  also,  with  the  deri- 
vation yOf  suppress  its  representative  i  and  annex  the  auxili- 
ary verb  direct  to  the  root.  They  are,  in  Gothic,  but  four,  viz. 
thahrta,  "  I  thought"  (present,  ihagkyd)  ;  bauh-ia,  "  I  bought" 
(with  au  for  u,  according  to  §.  82.,  present  bugya);  vaurh-ta, 
"  I  made^^  (present  vaurkya);  thuh-ta,  "it  appeared"  (ihugh 
*'it  appears").  The  Old  High  German,  however,  usually 
suppresses  the  derivative  t  after  a  long  radical  syllable,  and 
with  the  cause  disappears  also  the  effect,  viz.  the  undaid  pro- 
duced by  the  i  (see  §.  73.),  in  as  far  as  the  original  vowel  is 
an  a :  hence,  nan-tOf*  **  I  named  ";  ifKzn-<a,t  •*  I  turned  ^';  lir-ta, 
**  I  taught  r  answering  to  the  Gothic  nanmi-Hla,  vandirda, 
laUirdcu  These,  and  similar  verbs,  have  also,  in  the  present 
and  the  forms  depending  on  it,  lost  the  y  or  i  of  the  deriva- 
tion yott  but  have  preserved  the  umlaut,  whence  it  is  clear, 
that  the  y  or  i  must  have  here  adhered  much  longer  than  in 
the  preterite  (nennUf  wendu,  liru). 

626.  The  passive  participle  in  Gothic,  with  respect  to  the 
suppression  or  retention  of  the  derivative  i,  and  with  r^ard 
to  the  euphonic  change  of  the  final  consonant  of  the  root, 
always  keeps  equal  pace  with  the  preterite  active:  hence 
may  be  inferred  from  the  Gothic  dA-/a, "  I  feared,"  a  partici- 
pial base  of  similar,  sound,  dh-Uh  **  feared,"^  nominative  ohta, 
though  this  participle  cannot  be  cited  as  occurring.    Toge- 


*  For  nann-tOy  see  §.  102. 

t  For  wand-ta^  see  §.  102.  I  consider  this  verb  as  identical  with  the 
Sanscrit  vart  {vrit)y  "  to  go,"  "  to  be"  (with  the  preposition  nl,  "  to  re- 
turn"), and  the  Latin  verto^  with  exchange  of  the  liquids  r  and  n.  This 
does  not  prevent  our  werden  being  referred  to  the  root  vart^  as  it  often 
liappens  that  a  root  separates  into  different  forms  with  distinct  meanings. 

I  As  the  Old  High  German  does  not  distinguish  the  y  from  i  it  cannot 
be  known  whether  the  neriu,  neriamis,  which  corresponds  to  the  Gothic 
Tuuyay  ^^  I  save,"  ruuyam^  '^  wo  save/'  should  be  pronounced  nerytt,  net- 
yamis  or  neriu^  nerianUs,  though  at  the  oldest  period  y  would  certainly 
have  been  used. 
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ther  with  vaurh-ta,  *<  I  made/'  from  vaurkya,  exists  a  partici- 
ple vaurhts,  ''the  made*'  (theme  vaurhta),  Mark  xiv.  58. ;  and 
with  fra-bauh-fa,  "  I  sold,"  from  frahugya,  is  found /ra-6aiiA<!* 
"  the  sold,"  John  xii.  5.     From  such  euphonic  coincidences, 
however,  we  cannot  deduce  an  historical  descent  of  the  pas- 
sive participle  from  the  preterite  active,  or  vice  versd;  just  as 
little  as  it  could  be  said,  that,  in  Latin,  the  participles  in  tus 
and  turns,  and  the  nouns  of  agency  in  tor,  really  proceed  from 
the  supine,  because  from  dodutn,  monitum,  may  be  inferred 
doctus,  monitus,  docturus,  moniturus,  doctor,  monitor.     It  is  na- 
tural that  suffixes  which  begin  with  one  and  the  same  syllable, 
even  if  they  have  nothing  in  common  in  their  origin,  should 
still,  in  external  analogy,  approach  one  another,  and  combine 
similarly  with  the  root      In  German,  indeed,  the  auxiliary 
verb  thun,  and  the  suffix  of  the  passive  participle,  if  we  recur 
to  their  origin,  have  different  initial  sounds,  as  the  former 
rests  on  the  Sanscrit  viidhd,  the  latter  on  the  suffix  if  fa: 
but  inasmuch  as  the  latter,  in  Gothic,  instead  of  becoming 
tha,  according  to  the  law  for  the  changing  of  sounds,  has, 
with  the  preceding  derivative  vowel,  assumed  the  form  da,  it 
is  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  the  auxiliary  verb,  which* 
regularly  commences  with   d,  and  is  consequently  subject 
to  the  same  fate.    The  same  is  the  case  with  the  suffix  of 
abstract  substantives,  which  is,  in  Sanscrit,  ti,  but  in  Gothic, 
after  vowels,  di,  and  after  consonants,  according  to   their 
nature,  either  U,  thi,  or  di;   and  thus  may  also^  from  the 
preterite  mah-ta,  '*  I  could,"  be  deduced  a  substantive  mah-it 
(theme  mah-ti),  "  might,"  without  the  latter  proceeding  from 
the  former. 

627.  We  must  therefore  reject  the  opinion,  that,  in 
Gothic,  fdkida,  "  I  sought,''  and  sdkitha  (theme  sokida),  "  the 
sought,''  adkida  (theme  sdkidd),  "  the   sought "  (fem.)  stand 


*  The  Sanscrit  dh  loads  us  to  expect  the  Greek  0  and  Gothic  d. 
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to  one  another  in  the  relation  of  descent ;  and  I  still  per- 
sist in  my  assertion,  already  made  in  my  System  of  Conju- 
gation, and  in  my  Review  of  Grimm's  German  Granmiar 
(Vocalismus,  p.  72),  that  in  Persian,  preterites  like  bur-dem, 
"  I    bore,"   bes-tem,   "  I  bound,"  purs-i-dem,  "  I  asked,"  are 
derived  from  their  corresponding  participles,  which  have 
both  an  active  and  a  passive  signification.      While,  in  San- 
scrit, bri'ta  (nominative   masculine   britas)  has   merely  a 
passive  meaning,  and  only  verbs  neuter  use  the  forms  in 
ta  with  an  active  signification,*  in  Persian,  bur^h  means 
both  borne  and,  actively,  having  borne  ;   and  the  perfect  is 
expressed  in  Persian  by  using  the  verb  substantive  with 
the  participle  just   mentioned ;  thus  burdeh  em,   "  I  have 
borne,"  or,  literally,  "I   am   having  borne."      I  consider, 
however,  the  aorist  burdem  as   a  contraction  of  burdeh  em, 
which  need  not  surprise  us,  as  the  Persian  very  generally 
combines  its  verb  substantive  with  both  substantives  and 
adjectives;  e.g.  merdenh  **l  am  a  man,"  buzurgemt  "  I  am 
great."    In  the  third  person  singular  berdt  or  berdeh  stands 
without  the  addition  of  the  auxiliary  verb,  as,  in  Sanscrit, 
bartd  *'  IcLturus  "  is  used  in  the  sense  of  laiurus,  a,  tim,  est ; 
while  the  first  and  second  persons  of  the  three  numbers 
combine  the  singular  nominative  masculine  with  the  verb 
substantive,  bhartdsmi,  **  I  shall  carry,"  &c.      If  we  choose 
to  recognise  the  verb  substantive   in   the  Persian  aorist 
burdem^  because  in  the  present,  with  the  exception  of  the 
third    person  esU   it   is   so  much   compressed  that   it   is 
nowise  distinguished  from  the  terminations  of  other  verbs,t 
we  must  conclude  that  the  simple  annexation  of  the  perso- 
nal terminations  to  the  participle,  which  is  robbed  of  its  end- 


*  Comp.  gata^^  ^qiU  ivU**;  so  bhutor^,  ^^  the  having  been"  (masculine). 

t  Compare  cm,  "  I  am,"  f ,  "  thou  art,"  im,  "  we  are,"  irf,  "  ye  are," 
end^  "they  are,"  with  berem  ("I  bear"),  6cK,  berinij  berid^  berend.  To 
end  corresponds  the  Doric  evrt  for  ovrr/;  to  em  the  English  am  (ssem). 
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ing  eh  forms  the  tense  under  discussion.  This,  however,  is 
not  my  opinion ;  and  it  seems  to  me  far  more  natural  to  ex- 
plain burd'^-em  as  literally  meaning  "  having  borne  am  I/* 
than  to  raise  burd  to  the  rank  of  a  secondary  verbal  root»  and, 
as  such,  to  invest  it  with  the  personal  terminations,  as  they 
appear  in  the  present. 

628.  The  Sclavonic  languages,  with  the  exception  of  die 
Old  Sclavonic  and  Servian  (see  §§.  561.  &c.),  present,  in  the 
formation  or  paraphrasing  of  the  preterite,  a  remarkable  co- 
incidence with  the  Persian.  The  participle,  which,  in  Per- 
sian, terminates  in  deh  or  teh,  and  in  Sanscrit,  in  the  masculine 
and  neuter  theme,  in  ta,  in  the  feminine  in  td,  ends,  in  Old 
Sclavonic,  in  the  masculine-neuter  base  in  lo,  in  the  feminine 
in  la ;  and  I  consider  the  /  of  this  participial  suffix  as  a  weak- 
ening ot  d;  as,  in  Latin,  lacryma,  fevtr,  from  daeryma,  devir 
(see  §.  17.),  and,  in  Lithuanian,  lika,  **  ten,"  at  the  end  of  com- 
pounds, for  dika  (see  §.310.  Rem*).  And  I  am  hence  of  opinion, 
that,  both  with  reference  to  their  root  and  their  formation,  byh 
bylOf  bylo,  ''the  having  been"  (masculine,  feminine,  and 
neuter),  may  be  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  words  of  the  same 
import,  bAfa-St  b&tdf  butorm,  and  Persian  bMeK  In  Polish,  hyi 
means  "  he  was,"  byia,  "  she  was,"  ftyfo,  "  it  was,*"  6yfi,  byty, 
"  they  were,"*  without  the  addition  of  an  auxiliary  verb,  or  a 
personal  termination :  and  as  in  general  the  forms  in  A  /a,  fo, 
fi,  ly,  do  not  occur  at  all  as  proper  participles,  but  only  repre- 
sent the  preterite  indicative,  they  have  assumed  the  complete 
character  of  personal  terminations.t  They  resemble,  there- 
fore, only  with  the  advantage  of  the  distinction  of  gender 
like  nouns,  the  Latin  amaminu  amabimini,  in  which  words  the 


*  The  masculine  form  hyti  belongs  only  to  the  masculine  persons :  to  all 
the  other  substantireB  of  the  three  genders  belongs  the  feminine  &om 
byty. 

t  And  no  notice  is  taken  in  Grammars,  that,  according  to  the  gender 
alluded  to,  they  are  the  nominatives  of  a  former  participle. 
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language  is  no  longer  conscious  that  they  are  masculine  plural 
nominatives,  see  §.  478.    Still  more  do  the  above  Polish  forms 
resemble  the  persons  of  the  Sanscrit  participial  future,  which 
uses  for  all  genders  the  masculine  nominatives  of  the  three 
numbers  of  a  participle  corresponding  to  the  Latin  in  turus  ; 
so  that  bhavUdj  ''futurus"  stands  instead  offiUurus,  a,  urn, 
eslf  and  bhavUdraSt  "fiUurit''''  instead  oifidurU  <b,  a,  sunt.     But 
bylf  **  he  was/'  corresponds  most  exactly  to  die  Persian  word 
of  the  same  meaning,  bAd  or  b^deht "  the  having  been/^  in  the 
sense  of  "  he  was."    In  the  first  person  singular  masculine, 
byiem  (bytem)  answers  admirably  to  the  Persian  bAdem, 
which  I   render  in  Sanscrit  by  bhtUd  Wi  (euphonic  for 
bhuias  asmi)  t.e.  ''the  man  having  been  am  V      In  the 
feminine  and  neuter,  the  Polish  bytam  (byta-m)  corresponds 
to  the    Sanscrit  bhuta  ''smh  "the  woman  having  been  am 
I,'"  and  in  the  neuter,  byhm  (bytiMn)  to  the  Sanscrit  bhutam 
€L8mU  *'  the  thing  having  been  am  I.''      In  the  second  per- 
son, in  the  three  genders,   the  Polish  byiss  (bytes)  corre* 
sponds  to  the  Sanscrit  masculine  bhikd-  ^si  (for  bhutas  asi); 
bytas  (byta^s)  to  the  Sanscrit  feminine  bhtkd  '«t;  byios  (jyyto-i) 
to  the  Sanscrit  neuter  bhutam  asu      In  the  plural,  the  mas- 
culine byU-smy,  and  feminine  byty-imyf     correspond  to  the 
Sanscrit  feminine  and  masculine  bh'iUds  smas;  and  so,  in  the 
second  person,  byiyide,  bytyscie,*  to  the  Sanscrit  bhUtds  stha. 
**  Remark  1. — I   have  no  doubt  that  the  syllable  em  of 
the  Polish  byt-em,  and  the  simple  m  of  the  feminine  byta-m 
and  neuter  bytcrm  belong  to  the  verb  substantive,  which, 
therefore,  in  byid-m^  byto-mt  and    so  in   the  feminine  and 
neuter  second  person  bytorsh,  byh-sh,  has  left  merely  its 


«  See  p.  854,  Remark  *. 

t  The  Polish  e  is  like  our  jv,  and  has  the  same  etymological  value  as  /; 
for  instance,  in  the  second  person  plnial  the  termination  cie  corresponds 
to  the  Old  Sdavonic  TS  te ;  and,  in  the  infinitiye,  the  termination  c  to 
the  Old  Sclavonic  TH  ti. 
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personal  termination,  just  as  in  our  eontractions,  im,  zum, 
am,  beim,  from  in,  dem,  &c.,  the  article  is  represented  only 
by  its  ease  termination.      In  the  first  and    second  person 
plura],   however,  the  radical   consonant  has  reniained ;  so 
that    smy,    icie,  are  but  little  different  from  the  Sanscrit 
smaSf  stha,  and  Latin  sumus  (for  smus).      But   if  smy,  ide, 
be  compared  with  the  form  exhibited  by  the  Polish  verb 
substantive  in  its  isolated  state,  some  scruple  might,  per- 
haps, arise  in  assenting  to  the  opinion,  that  byt-enu  '  I  (a 
man)  was,'  bytismy,  '  we  (men)  were,'  or  the  present  of  the 
verb  substantive  is  contained  in  czytairenh  '  I  read,"  ciyiati- 
smy,  '  we  read  ';    for  '  I  am  '  is  yestenh  and  *  we  are,'  yet- 
tesmy*       It  would,   in  fact,   be  a  violent  mutilation,  if  we 
assumed  that  byt-errh  byU-imyt   have   proceeded   from  byt- 
yesfemt   byti-yestesmy,      I   do  not,   however,  believe  this  to 
be   the    case,   but  maintain  that   yestenif  *  I  am,^  yestesmy, 
*  we   are,'   yestes,  '  thou   art,'   and  yesteicicr  '  ye  are,'  have 
been  developed  from   the  third  person  singular  yest.     For 
this  yest     answers  to  the  language  nearest  akin   to  our 
own,  the  Old  Sclavonic  yesty,   Russian  esty,  Bohemian  ged 
(g=y),  Karniolan  ye  (where  the  st  has  been  lost)^  as,  to  the 
old  sister  languages,  the   Sanscrit  asti,  Greek  eartt  Litha- 
anian  estif  and  Latin  est.       But  yestem,  yedesmy,  &c.f  do 
not  admit  of  an  organic  comparison  with  the  correspond- 
ing forms  of  the  languages  more  or  less  nearly  connected. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  last  portion   of  yestesmy,  '  we  are/ 
answers  exactly  to  the  Russian   esmy;    and   it   must  be 
assumed,  that  the  concluding  part  of  yest-em,  *  I  am,'  has 
lost  an    s   before    the    m,  just  as  the  m  of  byt-enh  *the 
having  been   am  I.'       It   cannot   be   surprising  that  the 
superfluous  yest  is  not  conjointly  introduced  'in  the  com- 
pound with  the  participle.      At  the  period  of  the  origin  of 
this  periphrastic  preterite  it  did   not,  perhaps,  exist  in  the 


*  Regarding  the  initial  y,  see  §.  255.  n. 
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isolated  present,  or  the  language  may  still  have  been  con- 
scious of  the  meaning  of  the  yest  of  yest-em,  and  that  the 
whole  properly  expressed,  *  it  is  I,'  '  cest  moiJ'  Thus,  in 
Irish-Gaelic,  is  me  properly  means  '  I  am ' — according  to 
O'Reilly,  '  it  is  I ' — and  5a  me  or  budh  me  is  literally  *  it 
was  I '  Qyudhy  'he  was,' =  Sanscrit  abhult  see  §•  573.,  ba,  'he 
was '  =  a&te«9a/,  §.  522);  and  in  the  future,  in  my  opinion, 
the  character  of  the  third  person  regularly  enters  into  the 
first  person,  and,  in  the  verb  substantive,  may  also  grow 
up  with  the  theme  in  such  a  manner  that  the  terminations 
of  the  other  persons  may  attach  themselves  to  it.*  More- 
over, the  Irish  failim,  '  I  am,"  fuilir,  *  thou  art,  fuil,  '  he  is,^ . 
failmid  'we  are,'  &c.,  deserve  especial  remark.  Here,  in 
my  opinion,  the  third  person  has  again  become  a  theme  for 
the  others ;  but  the  /  oifuiU  *  he  is,'  appears  to  me  to  be 
a  weakening  of  an  original  rf,  like  the  Polish  hytj  *  he  was': 
the  diflFerence  of  the  two  forms  is,  however,  that  the  /  of 
the  Irish  form  is  a  personal  termination,  and  that  of  the 
Polish  a  participial  suffix ;  and  therefore  byt-em  signifies, 
not  *  it  was  I,'  as  fuilim,  *  it  is  I,'  but  clearly  *  the  person 
having  been  am  I.'  But  from  the  procedure  of  the  Irish 
language  this  objection  arises,  that  the  Persian  bud,  '  he 
was,'  just  like  the  previously  mentioned  Irish  budK  might 
be  identified  with  the  Sanscrit  aorist  abhiit ;  and  it  might 
be  assumed  that  this  third  person  has  been  raised  into  a 
theme  for  the  rest,  and  has  thus  produced  budem,  *  I  was,' 
biidi,  '  thou  wast,'  &c.,  like  the  Irish  fuUim,  '  I  am,'  fuilir, 
'thou  art.'  But  this  view  of  the  matter  is  opposed  by 
the  circumstance,  that  together  with  bud  exists  also  the 
full  participial  form  budeh,  which  serves,  in  some  degree, 
as  a  guide   to   the   understanding  of  the  former  form.      If 


*  Biad  or  beid,  "  I  shall  be,"  hiadhair  or  hHdkir,  "  thou  wilt  be,"  heidh, 
"he  will  be";  heim  or  bSidh-mur  or  beidh-mid  or  biodh-maoid^  "we  shall 
be."     See  my  Treatise  "  On  the  Celtic  Languages/'  pp.  44,  46. 
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it  were  wished  to  regard  the  d  of  burd,  '  he  bore,*  as  the 
sign  of  the  person,  the  whole  would  be  to  be  referred  to 
the  Sanscrit  imperfect  abkarat.  But  in  very  many  cases 
objections  arise  to  the  referring  of  the  Persian  aorist  to  the 
Sanscrit  imperfect,  or  first  augmented  preterite,  since  the 
latter  has  always  a  common  theme  with  the  present,  while 
the  Persian  kuned,  '  he  makes,'  which  is  based  on  the 
Veda  krinSti  (from  kamdtU  with  loss  of  the  r)>  does  not 
answer  to  the  theme  of  kerd,  *  he  made/  On  the  other 
hand,  this  kerd,  like  the  participle  kerdah,  admits  very 
easily    of   being    compared    with    krUa-s   (from    karta-sX 

*  made/  Just  so  bast,  badah,  *  he  bound,"  badah,  '  bound/ 
and  '  having  bound,"  does  not  answer  to  the  present  bandad, 
'  he  binds,"  but  to  the  Zend  passive  participle  bakof 
'bound";  for  which,  in  Sanscrit,  stands  baddhof  euphonic 
for  badh-ta,  the  dh  of  which,  in  Zend  and  Persian,  has 
become  s  (see  §.  102.)."" 

"  Rem.  2. — ^In  Persian  exists,  together  with  em,  *  I  am," 
a  verb  hadem  of  the  same  signification,  which  exhibits  a 
surprising  resemblance  to  the  Polish  yedenh  as  the  third 
person  (JU^Jb  had  does  to  the  Polish  yed.  If  it  were 
wished  to  assume  that  the  third  person  CUm>  had  is  akin 
to  \JLmjI^\  ad,  and  has  arisen  from  it  by  prefixing  an  6,  as 
the  y  of  the  Polish  yed  and  Old  Sclavonic  yesty,  is  only 
an  unorganic  addition  (see  §.  255.  ru),  I  should  then  derive 
the  Persian  hadem,  hasti,  &c.,  also,  just  as  the  Polish  yedem, 
yed£8,  from  the  third  person.  With  regard  to  the  prefixed  A, 
we  may  consider  as  another  instance  the  term  used  for  the 
number  'Eight,"  hasht,  contrasted  with  the  forms  beginning 
with  a  vowel  in  the  kindred  languages.  It  appears  to  me, 
however,  better  to  compare  haatam  with  the  Zend  histdmi, 

*  I  stand "  (from  sistdmi) ;  as,  so  early  as  the  Sanscrit,  the 
root  of  '  to  stand "  frequently  supplies  the  place  of  the  verb 
substantive,  as  also  in  the  Roman  dialect  it  aids  in  com- 
pleting the  conjugation  of  the  old  verb.    Compare,  therefore. 
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ORBEK. 

ZKND. 

PBRAIAN 

i<rrafJUf* 

histnmi, 

hastam. 

iffTdf, 

hUiahi, 

hasth 

itrraTi, 

hisiaUi, 

hast. 

i<rrafi€Vf 

hisfdmafiU 

hasiim. 

lOTare, 

hidathOf 

hasftd. 

leravTip 

hvtfentU 

hastand. 

Observe,  that  the  third  person  singular  hast  is  devoid  of 
the  personal  sign ;  otherwise  we  should  have  in  its  place 
hadad,  according  to  the  analogy  of  baradf  '  he  bears/  pursadt 
*  he  asks,"  dihad,  *  he  gives/^  and  others/  With  respect 
to  the  suppression  of  the  personal  terminations,  the  form 
h€ut  resembles  our  wirdt  halt,  for  wirded^  hattet.  Pott's 
opinion — who,  in  the  derivation  of  the  forms  under  discus- 
sion, has  likewise  referred  to  the  root  of  '  to  stand '  (Etym. 
Forsch.  I.  274.)^  but  prefers  recognising  in  the  t  of  the 
Polish  yestetn,  as  of  the  Persian  hastam,  the  t  of  the  passive 
participle — ^is  opposed  by  the  consideration,  that  neither  in 
Sanscrit  has  the  root  cu,  nor  in  any  other  cognate  language 
has  the  kindred  root,  produced  or  contained  the  participle 
mentioned.  There  is,  in  Sanscrit,  no  participle  asta-s,  but 
for  it  bhOta'S  ;  in  Persian  no  ajstah,  but  b&deh ;  in  Sclavonic 
no  yesh  but  hyl ;  in  Lithuanian  no  esta-s,  in  Latin  no  estus, 
in  Gothic  no  Ms.  Hence  there  is  every  reason  for 
assuming,  that  if  there   ever  existed  a  participle  of  the 


*  Sanwrit  tiMhOmi,  see  §.  506. 

t  The  h  of  dihamy  '^  I  give,"  appean  to  me  a  remnant  of  the  Zend  as- 
pirated  dh  of  dadhdmi  (^»t^>) ;  and  aa  I  hare  already  traced  back  else- 
where the  h  of  nihddeny  **  to  place  *'  (present  niham)^  to  the  Sanscrit  dh  of 
dhd,  and  recognised  in  the  syllable  m,  an  obscured  preposition  (the  San- 
scrit nt,  *'  down,"  Wiener  Jahrb.  1828,  B.  42.  p.  258).  The  form  diham 
resembles  the  Old  Sclavonic  damy  for  da-dmy  (§.  436.)  and  our  preterites 
like  Me/M^  hielt  (§.  592.)  herein,  that  the  reduplicate  syllable  has  gained 
the  semblance  of  the  principal  syllable. 

3k  2 


860  VERBS, 

other  roots  of  '  to  be/  analogous  to  ^  bhuta,  '  been,' 
it  must  have  been  lost  at  so  early  a  period,  that  it  could 
not  have  rendered  any  service  to  the  Polish  and  Per- 
sian in  the  formation  of  a  preterite  and  present  of  the 
indicative." 

629.  The  Bohemian,  in  its  preterites,  places  the  present 
of  the  auxiliary  verb  after  the  past  participle,  and  sepa- 
rated from  it ;  the  Carniolan  prefixes  it ;  and  the  Russian 
leaves  it  entirely  out,  and  distinguishes  the  persons  by  the 
pronouns,  which  are  placed  before  the  participle.  **I 
was,"  in  Bohemian,  is,  according  to  the  difference  of 
genders,  byl  senif  hyla  sem,  bylo  sem  ;  in  Carniolan,  sim  bH, 
sim  bUa^  sim  bilo ;  in  Russian,  ya  byl,  ya  byla,  ya  bylo. 
But  the  present  of  the  Carniolan  verb  substantive  is  very 
remarkable,  on  account  of  the  almost  perfect  identity  of 
the  three  persons  of  the  dual,  and  of  the  two  first  of  the 
plural,  with  the  Sanscrit ;  where,  according  to  a  general 
law  of  sound,  the  forms  svas,  "  we  two  are,"  stas,  "  ye  t'f^o 
are,"  reject  their  final  s  before  vowels  (short  a  excepted); 
and  hereby  coincide  entirely  with  the  Carniolan,  in  which 
sva  signifies  "  we  two  are,"  sta,  "  they  two  are."  In  San- 
scrit, sfxi  iha  means  "  we  two  are  here,"  sta  iha^  '*  they  two 
are  here."  In  the  plural,  the  Carniolan  smo  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  ^inE(^  smas  (before  vowels  sma),  sfe  to  ^  dhxu  » 
to  irf«ir  sardi.  It  is,  however,  to  be  observed,  that  the  two 
languages  have,  independently  of  each  other,  lost  the 
initial  vowel,  which  belongs  to  the  root,  which  has  re- 
mained in  the  Old  Sclavonic  with  the  prefix  of  a  y,  ex- 
cepting in  the  third  person  plural  (see  §.  480.). 

630.  If  our  auxiliary  verb  ihun  is  contrasted,  as  above 
(§.  621.),  with  the  Sanscrit  root  dkA,  *'  to  place,"  '*  make,'' 
then  preterites  like  the  Gk>thic  sdkida  and  our  sudde 
appear,  in  respect  to  their  composition,  like  cognate  forms 
to  the  Greek  passive  and  aorists  and  futures ;  as,  krvtp-Oiifv^ 
TViprdrjaoiiai,  in  which  I  recognise  the  aorist  and  the  future 
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middle  of  riOt}^  =  Sanscrit  dadhdmL*  The  concluding  por^ 
tion  of  Ti/^dJ),  TV<f>'d€irjv,  Tv<f>-6r)<rofxoUf  is  completely  identical 
yrith  the  simple  dH,  detrjv,  O^^aofiat,  in  conjugation ;  and  €Tv<fy 
Bvjv  is  distinguished  from  eOriv  by  this  only,  and»  in  fact,  ad- 
vantageously, that  it  gives  the  heavier  personal  terminations 
of  the  dual  and  plural  no  power  of  shortening  the  vowel  of 

the  root,  which  the  Sanscrit  wqrT'^  adhdm  =  edrjv,  in  its 
simple  state,  does  not ;  since,  in  this  language,  adhd-ma  an- 
swers to  the  Greek  eOe/xev  for  eOrjuev,  as  the  Greek  €<m]v> 
also,  does  not  admit  of  the  length  of  its  root  being  shortened 
in  the  dual  or  plural.  Thus  the  imperative  rv^Orjrt,  also,  is 
distinguished  from  Oe^  by  preserving  the  length  of  the  root, 
as  also  by  its  more  full  personal  termination.  From  the 
future  Ti/(j}'dr}<ToiJLai  should  an  aorist  eTv<j>6^firiv  be  looked  for  ? 
or,  vice  versd,  should  we  suppose  that  the  future  would  be 
contented  with  active  terminations,  as  well  as  the  aorist.^ 
Berhaps  originally  krv^driv  and  rvf^drjata  simultaneously 
existed,  and  thus  also  krviffdrj-yiriv  (or  eTVipdefiriv)  and  rvipr 
0rj<rofiai,  as  periphrastic  active  and  passive  tenses.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  language,  however,  the  aorist  has  lost 
the  passive  form,  and  the  future  the  active ;  and  when  the 
syllable  dtf  was  no  longer  recognised  as  an  auxiliary  verb,  it 
received  the  meaning  of  a  passive  character;  just  as  our  lan- 
guage no  longer  perceives  an  auxiliary  verb  in  the  ie  of 
suchte,  but  only  an  expression  for  the  past ;  or  as  we  have 
ceased  to  recognise  in  the  ie  of  hevte  the  word  tag,  and  in 
heu  (Old  High  German  hiu)  a  demonstrative,  but  regard  the 
whole  as  a  simple  adverb  formed  to  express  the  present  day. 
631.  As  to  the  form  of  the  Greek  second  aorist  and  future 
passive,  I  consider  ervmjv  and  rvTr^aoficu  as  abbreviations  of 
krvip&riv,  TVipdff<roiJLai.  The  loss  of  the  6  resembles,  there- 
fore, that  of  the  <r  in  the  active  aorists  of  verbs  with  liquids 


*  Compare  Jahrb.  for  Lit.  Crit.  1827,  Feb.,  pp.  285,  &c. ;  Vocalismus, 
pp.  63,  &c. ;  and  Pott's  Etym.  Forach.  1. 187. 
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(§.  547.) :  it  need  not,  however,  surprise  us,  that,  as  the  ^  of 
cTvipdfjv,  from  regard  to  the  d  following,  assumes  the  place 
of  the  radical  ir,  after  this  6  is  dropped  the  original  sound  again 
makes  its  appearance,  and  therefore  erwpdrjv,  TVil>^ofiai,  are 
not  used.  The  case  is  similar  to  that  of  our  vowel  Ruck-undaxii, 
(restored  derivative  sound),  since  we  use  the  form  krqfl  as  cor- 
responding  to  the  Middle  High  German  genitive  and  dative 
krpffe,  because,  after  the  dissolution  of  the  vowel  which  had 
generated  the  umlaut,  the  original  vowel  also  recurs,  while  we^ 
in  the  plural,  say  krafte,  like  the  Middle  High  German  krtfte. 
Various  objections  oppose  the  opinion  that  the  verb  substantive 
is  contained  in  erinrriv,  much  as  the  appended  auxiliary  verb 
agrees  in  its  conjugation  with  that  of  rjv.  But  the  donUe 
expression  of  past  time  in  krvmjv,  once  in  the  principal  verb 
and  once  in  the  auxiliary,  if  the  verb  substantive  be  coor 
tained  in  it,  cannot  fail  of  surprising  us ;  while  the  Sanscrit 
in  combining  its  dsam,  ''  I  was,^^  with  attributive  verbs,  with- 
draws the  augment,  and,  with  it,  also  the  radical  vowel  a  d 
the  auxiliary  verb  (§.  542.).  Still  more  objectionable  must 
appear  the  augment  in  the  future  ruTt^ofxau,  and  in  the  im- 
perative TtrmjOi.  Why  not  rvnea-ofioUf  rvvta-Oi,  or,  perhapSi 
the  <r  being  dislodged,  rinridi,  and,  in  the  third  person,  Tt/v&nii 
or  Tuirera)  P  The  termination  e^.^  in  the  participle  rwe/r  ^ 
no  hold  whatever  in  the  conjugation  of  the  verb  substantive. 
632.  The  Latin  vendch  if  we  do  not  refer  the  auxiliary 
verb  contained  in  it  to  do=^Sti(afu,  ^^rfv!  daddmU  but  to 
rldrjfjii,  ^^lftf^  dadhdmif  must  be  regarded  as  a  cognate  form 
to  the  German  formations  like  sdkicUi,  sSkididum,  "  I  sought," 
"  we  sought,'"  and  the  Greek  like  ervipd^v,  rvipdi^cofiou.  The 
Sanscrit  dd,  "  to  give,""  and  dhd,  "  to  place,"  are  distinguished 
only  by  the  aspiration  of  the  latter ;  and  in  Zend  these  verbs 
are  scarce  to  be  distinguished  at  all  from  one  another,  becaase 
cf,  according  to  §.  39.,  in  the  inner  sound  frequently  becomes 
dh,  but  dh  even  lays  aside  the  aspiration  in  the  initial  sound. 
In  Latin,  also,  ^  dd  and  in  cfAd  might  easily  be  combined  in 
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one  form,  since  that  language  generally  presents  its  d  as  an- 
swering to  the  Sanscrit  dh  and  Greek  0,  especially  in  the  in- 
ner soand,  as  6  to  the  Sanscrit  bh.*  But  the  circumstance  that 
the  root  m  dhd,  0U,  in  Latin,  has  not  remained  in  its  simple 
form,  does  not  prevent  us  from  recognising  it  in  the  com- 
pounds credo,  perdo,  abdo,  condo,  and  vendoj  just  as  in|>69- 
sundo,  pessumdo^t  The  form  venundo  answers,  in  respect  to 
the  accusative  form  of  the  primary  word,  to  Sanscrit  com- 
pounds like  idan-chakdra  (§§.  619.  625.). 

633.  In  order  to  trace  out  in  its  full  extent  the  influence 
that  the  Sanscrit  root  dhd  has  obtained  in  the  European 
cognate  languages  in  the  formation  of  grammatical  forms,  I 
must  further  remark,  that  I  believe  I  may  here  refer  also  the 
last  portion  of  the  future  and  imperative  of  the  Sclavonic 
verb  substantive.  In  Old  Sclavonic  bUdA  means  "  I  will  be,** 
literally,  as  it  appears  to  me,  *'  I  make  to  be.^  The  first  por- 
tion of  this  compound  answers  very  well  to  the  Sanscrit  root 
bhil,  and  is  identical  with  the  Zend  ^j  biL  As,  however,  the 
Sclavonic  d  usually  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  diphthong  ^  6 
(  =  a-|-u,  see  §.255./.),  so  must  we  in  the  Sclavonic  b4  re- 
cognise the  Sanscrit  Guna  form  bhS.  And  ^bhu  itself  re- 
ceives Guna  in  the  future,  and  exhibits  here,  in  combination 
with  the  other  root  of  "to  be,"  the  form  bhav-ishydmi,  of 


*  §.  18.,  and  compare  medium  with  the  Sanscrit  madhya-m^  meditari 
with  midhafy  *' understanding,"  >{cfo  with  ncelBiA. 

t  A.  W.  Yon  Schlegel  has  been  the  first  to  recognise  in  Latin  the  San- 
scrit irat^  ''belief,"  and  has  found  in  credo  a  similar  compound  to  that 
of  the  Sanscrit  irad-dadhdmi,  which  signifies  the  same  (literally  ^^  I  place 
faith"),  without,  howeyer,  identifying  the  Latin  expression  also,  in  regard 
to  its  concluding  portion,  with  the  Sanscrit  comp.  (Bhagavad-Gita,  p.  106). 
Credo  might  certainly  also  mean  ''  1  give  faith,"  hut  it  is  more  natural  to 
place  this  verb  both  in  its  second  and  in  its  first  portion  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  its  Indian  prototype,  as  I  have  already  done  in  the  Vienna  Jahr- 
buch  (1828,  B.  42,  p.  260),  where  I  haye  also  compared  the  do  of  abdo 
and  cofub>  with  the  Sanscrit  root  dhd. 
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which  we  shall  treat  hereafter.  The  second  portion  of  the 
Old  Sclavonic  b»a»  bt^-dti,  (from  bH-do-m,  see  §.  255.  g.)  cor- 
responds in  its  conjugation  exactly  to  the  present  ve^tl;*  thas 
second  person  bi-deshi,  third,  budety;  only  the  e  and  o  of 
BE^EuiH  ve^-e-shi,  BE^ETb  ve^-e-ty,  be^om  iv^-om,  &c.,  is  the 
class  vowel,  or  vowel  of  conjunction,  while  that  of  de-ski, 
de-ty,  do-nif  is  the  abbreviation  of  the  d  of  the  Sanscrit  root 
dhd  ;  for  e  and  o  are  the  usual  representatives,  in  Old  Scla- 
vonic, of  the  Sanscrit  short  a  (see  §.  255.  a.).  We  must  here 
direct  attention  to  the  Sanscrit  root  s/M,  the  d  of  which  is 
irregularly  shortened  as  though  it  were  the  conjunctive 
vowel  of  the  first  class  (§.  508.).  Hence,  also,  in  the  impera- 
tive the  Old  Sclavonic  %  ye  of  Bif  a'^m  bu-dye-mj  "  we  should 
be"  ("should  make  to  be"),  bka*te  fcu-c/yc-^e,  " be  ye^''  to 
the  Sanscrit  &  of  tishthi^ma,  *  we  may  stand,'^  tishthA-ta^  **  ye 
may  stand"  (§.  255.  e.). 

634.  There  is,  in  Old  Sclavonic  and  Russian,  also  a  verb 
which  occurs  in  an  isolated  state,  which  signifies  ''to  do,** 
"  to  make,'^  and  which  is  distinguished  from  that  which  is 
contained  in  btt-dtt  only  by  the  circumstance  that  it  exhibits 
A'b  dye  instead  of  ae  de  as  root,  which  does  not  prevent  me 
from  declaring  it  to  be  originally  identical  with  it.  Its  pre- 
sent is  A'bK)  dyeyu,t  and  it  is  rightly  compared  by  Kopitar 
with  our  thun  and  the  English  do.  From  it  comes  the  neuter 
substantive  dyelo,  '*  deed,"  as  thing  done,  which,  in  its  forma- 
tion, answers  to  the  participles  mentioned  above  (§.  628.),  and 
has,  in  advantageous  contrast  with  them,  preserved  the  ori- 
ginal passive  meaning,  while  they  have  erroneously  been 
assigned  to  the  active  voice. 


*  See  §.  507.  where,  however,  in  the  first  person  plural,  we  should  read 
vii-o-fn  instead  of  vei-o-me. 

t  Analogous  with  «yc-yw,  **  1  sow";  as,  in  Gothic,  di-thsy  '*deed,"  and 
si'thsy  **  seed,"  rest  on  a  like  formation,  and  roots  which  terminate  siml- 
lai'ly. 
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635.  Analogous  with  budu,  "I  shall  be,"  is  the  Old 
Sclavonic  idu,  "  I  go,"  which  is  placed  by  Dobrowsky  also 
,  (p.  350)  in  the  same  class  with  budiL  Idih  therefore  means 
literally  "I  make  to  go,"  and  springs  from  the  widely- 
diffused  root  i  (infinitive  i-ti),  whence,  in  Gothic,  the 
anomalous  i-ddya,  "  I  went,"  plural  i-ddyidum,  **  we  went." 
I  believe  that  these  forms  have  proceeded  from  i-da, 
i'dMunif  simply  by  doubling  the  d  and  annexing  an  i ;  and 
I  regard  them,  therefore,  in  the  sense  of  "  I  made  to  go," 
"  we  made  to  go " ;  and  I  compare  with  them  the  Scla- 
vonic i'du  as  present.  The  d  of  shedu,  however,  which  is 
used  in  completing  the  conjugation  of  iduy  I  consider  as 
belonging  to  the  root,  and  look^  upon  the  whole  as 
akin  to  the  Sanscrit  115  sad,  "  to  go,"  to  which  belong 
also  chjoditi,  and  the  Greek  6S6^,  The  forms  coA'b^A^ 
(Miyeshdu,  **  I  put  on,"  "  dress,"  rwrdyesh-dusya,  **  I  hope," 
^a-dyeshduf  '*  angario,  onus  imponch^  which  Dobrowsky,  1.  c, 
likewise  compares  with  budiif  remarking  that  they  stand 
for  odyeytij  &c.,  I  consider  as  reduplicate  forms  of  the  root 
dyCf  "  to  make,"  mentioned  above ;  for  d  gladly  assumes, 
and  under  certain  circumstances  regularly,  the  prefix  of 
5k  sh,  for  which  reason  dashdy,  "give,"  and  yasahdy, 
*'eat"  (for  dady,  yady),  correspond  to  the  Sanscrit  dadyds, 
••  thou  may  est  give,"  adyds,  "thou  may  est  eat"  (see  Kopitar's 
Glagolita,  pp.  53  and  63).  The  conjecture,  however,  that 
o-dyeshdtt,  na-dyeshdA,  ^a-dyeshdH,  are  reduplicate  forms, 
is  strongly  supported  by  the  circumstance  that  the  corre- 
sponding Sanscrit  and  Greek  verbs  also  {dadhdmi,  Tidtjfu) 
are  reduplicated  in  the  special  tenses,  as  daddmi,  Siiiafu ;  and 
to  the  two  last  forms  a  reduplicate  verb  corresponds  in  Scla- 
vonic likewise  (see  §.  436.). 

636.  The  Lettish  possesses  some  verbs  which  are  com- 
bined, throughout  their  whole  conjugation,  with  the  auxiliary 
verb  under  discussion.  Of  this  class  is  dim-deh-t,  "  to  ring" 
(deht  =d&'t\  together  with  dim-i,  id.  nau'deh-f,  **to  mew," 
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with  nan-t,  id.  In  bai-deh-U  ''to  make  afraid,"  with  Ut, 
"  to  fear''  (Sanscrit  Wt  bhi),  fskum^deh-t,  *'  to  disturb,"  i.  e.  «to 
make  mournful,*'  with fskum-tf  "to  l>e  mournful,''  the  mean- 
ing of  the  auxiliary  verb  makes  itself  clearly  perceptible,  and 
replaces  the  causal  formation.  In  other  cases  the  appended 
dih't  may  be  rendered  by  tkun  (compare  Pott  I.  187).  Re- 
garding the  Lithuanian  imperfect  of  custom,  in  which  we 
have  recognised  the  same  auxiliary  verb,  see  §.  525. 

637.  It  deserves  to  be  noticed,  that,  in  Zend  also,  the 
verb  under  discussion  of  "  placing,"  "  making,"  *'  doing," 
occurs  as  an  appended  auxiliary  verb.  Thus,  ou^J^as^ 
yadsh-dd,  "  to  purify,"  literally  "  to  make  purify,"  from 
which  the  present  middle  ^i;^j^^>i^^oifMj[^y€i68h'daOihdi 
"they  make  to  purify"  (regarding  the  extended  form  ctrfA, 
see  p.  112),  the  precative  middle  a>^ jojm^^as^^j^usq)  poiri- 
yaSsh-daUhita,  "  they  may  purify  "  (Vend.  S.  p.  266),  the 
imperative  jyjai<3l^^i^A5^  yaSsh-dathdnif  "  let  me  make  to 
purify  "  (1.  c.  p.  5(J0).  The  form  ddUi  of  yoAsh-dMi,  "  the 
purification  "  (l.c.  pp.  300,  301 ),  corresponds,  in  radical  and 
derivative  suffix,  to  the  abovementioned  Gothic  diths  (theme 
d&dt).  For  the  frequent  expression  y^^  juu  y^ft^^As^i^AsjC, 
^  yadsh'dayann  anheiu  **  they  are  purified,"  we  ought  perhaps 
to  read  yaAshdayanm  anhen,  in  which  case  the  former 
might  be  regarded  as  the  locative  of  yadshddt  so  that  the 
whole  would  signify  "  they  are  in   purification."  *      But  if 

*  T  formerly  thought,  that  in  this  and  Bimilar  expreadona  the  root  d^ 
"  to  give,"  was  contained  (Gramm.  Crit.  p.  322),  which  might  very  well 
be  the  case,  and  is  also  Bumouf 's  opinion,  who,  however,  assents,  at  YaW 
p.  366,  Rem.  217,  to  Fr.  Windischmann's  explanation,  who  was  the  M 
to  recognise  in  this  and  similar  compounds  the  Sanscrit  root  dhd  mstetd 
of  cla.  To  the  remark  made  by  Bumouf  (1.  c.  Note  £.  p.  xi.),  that  the 
initial  sound  dh  in  Zend  is  not  permissible,  it  may  be  added,  that  in  the 
•middle  also,  after  a  consonant,  d  is  necessarily  used  for  the  original^* 
hence,  the  Sanscrit  imperative  termination  dhi,  wliich  in  Zend,  after  Towelfl, 
appears  as  dhi,  is,  after  a  consonant,  di:  thus  daz-di^  ^^give,"  opposed  to 
iruUU^i,  "hear,"  hifrinui^i,  «make." 
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the  reading  yadihdayahn  is  correct,  then  it  may  he  taken 
as  the  accusative  plural  in  the  sense  of  purificatos;  so  that 
the  verh  suhstantive  would  be  construed  as  in  Arabic  with 
the  accusative. 

638.  We  return  to  the  reduplicated  preterite,  in  order  to 
consider  its  formation  in  2^nd.  Examples  have  been  given 
in  §.  520.,  which,  in  their  principle  of  formation,  correspond, 
for  the  most  part,  with  the  Sanscrit.  Thus,  am^5»as^4|j^ 
didva^sa  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  didvhh(h  "'he  hated,^^  with 
the  prefix  of  an  a  before  the  Guna  vowel  ^,  according  to 
§.  20.  The  forms  ^j)^»^  viviii  and  a»»a}^^^  tutava 
shew  that  the  Zend,  in  departure  from  the  Sanscrit, 
admits  long  vowels  in  the  syllable  of  repetition.  VivU-^^ 
from  the  root  vti,  "  to  obey,^  is  the  second  person  singular 
middle,  and  wants  the  personal  sign ;  thus,  4  for  the 
Sanscrit  sS,  and  Greek  cat.  Here,  from  want  of  adequate 
examples,  we  must  leave  it  undecided  whether  this  sup- 
pression, which  makes  the  second  person  the  same  as  the 
first  and  third,  takes  place  merely  after  sibilants,  or  prin- 
cipally after  consonants.  The  form  a5»a>^^^  tUtava,  **  he 
could,'"  from  the  root  icm^  should  be,  according  to  the 
Sanscrit  principle,  tatdvot  as  a  radical  a,  in  the  third  person 
singular,  is  necessarily  lengthened ;  but  the  Zend  form  above 
has  transferred  the  long  quantity  to  the  syllable  of  redupli- 
cation, and,  as  it  appears,  through  the  influence  of  the  v  of 
the  root,  has  replaced  the  a  sound  by  H,  On  the  other  hand, 
the  root  vach  '*  to  speak,"  which,  in  Sanscrit,  in  the  syl- 
lable of  repetition  suppresses  the  a,  and  vocalizes  the  vtou 
(twacha  or  uvdchd),  in  Zend  regularly  forms  vatmcha,  which. 
Vend.  S.  p.  83.,  occurs  as  the  first  person,  and  is  rendered 
by  Anquetil,  '^fai  pronancS.''''    That  the  Zend  does  not  par- 


*  Compare  f*^»X5^  -S**C^  y^**  tavahn^  "if  they  can,"  Vend.  8. 
pp.  209  and  332,  as  third  person  plural  of  the  imperfect  sabjtmctive  in  the 
sense  of  the  present. 
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ticipate  in  lengthening  the  a,  which,  in  Sanscrit,  before 
simple  consonants  enters  at  will  into  the  first  person  sin- 
gular, and  of  necessity  into  the  third  person,  is  proved 
also  by  the  form  a5aoa5^a5^  tatasa,  "  he  formed  "  (see  Bur- 
nouf,  Ya^na,  p.  104),  the  root  of  which  is  referred  by 
Burnouf,  and  with  justice,  to  the  Sanscrit  ir^  taksh,  and, 
as  it  appears  to  me,  fitly  compared  with  the  Greek  raotroi. 
639.  The  passage  of  the  Vend.  S.  (p.  3),  which  has  fur- 
nished us  with  the  form  amca)^A5^  taiasa  (in  the  litho- 
graphed Codex  erroneously  tatas),  supplies  us  also  with  two 
other  reduplicate  preterites,  which  have,  too,  (and  this  de- 
serves notice,)  a  perfect  meaning,  while  the  corresponding 
Sanscrit  tense  refuses  the  function  of  a  perfect  (§.  513.X 
We  read  1.  c.  ^^^)'^)^  y^XL,  w-*oA>pA>^  \xl^  -^(5^  v/  v^Cl^ 
yd  nd  dadha  yd  tatasa  yd  tuthruyS,  "  who  has  made  (us), 
who  has  formed  (us),  who  has  sustained  (us)."  The  form 
A)^!^  dadha,  which  Neriosengh  renders  by  ^  daddu, 
" deditr  instead  of  dadhdu*  is,  in  my  opinion,  of  special 
importance,  on  account  of  the  remarkable  manner  in  which 
it  coincides  in  root  and  formation  with  the  abovemen- 
tioned  (§.  622.)  Old  Saxon  deda,  "  I  did,"  "he  did."  The  Zend 
dadha  stands  for  dadhd  from  dadJid-a  (§.  618.)i  the  long  d 
having  been  shortened,  as  commonly  happens  at  the  end 
of  polysyllabic  words  (§.  137.).  It  does  not  admit  of  doubt 
that  the  first  person  is  likewise  dadha ;  as  we  have  seen 
from  the  abovementioned  a)^a)»a>9  vavacha,  "  I  spoke,"  that 
in  Zend,  as  in  Sanscrit  and  German,  it  is  the  same  as  the 
third  person,  i.e.  it  has  a  personal  termination  as  little  as 
the  latter.  In  the  second  person  I  conjecture  the  form 
dadhdtha  (§.  453.). 


*  The  root  da,  **  to  give/'  might  likewise  form  dadha  (§.  39.) ;  bat  in 
the  passage  above,  as  everywhere  where  mention  is  made  of  creating, 
making,  it  is  clear  we  must  understand  the  verb  corresponding  to  tlie 
Sanscrit  VT  dhd,  "  to  place"  (with  vi,  "  to  make".). 


J 
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640.  I  am  unable  to  quote  the  Zend  perfect  active  in 
the  dual  and  plural,  unless  the  form  ^^^^%v^^  donhentU 
which  has  been  already  mentioned  elsewhere,*  is  the  plu- 
ral of  donha^  "fuUr  which  latter  regularly  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  dsa  (§.  56*.  and  56^.),  and  occurs  in  the  fol- 
lowing passage  of  the  Vend.  S.  (p.  40l) :  (g^^As  i^j^j 
(^(^^  ^"^y  A»»*^^  ndit  aotem  danha  nSit  gharemhn^ 
"  there  was  neither  cold  nor  heat"  We  find  the  form 
djonherdi  1.  c  p.  45,  where  are  the  words  ^j^xia)^  ^^^^aso* 
4^yAiSQ)j9  ^^i^ii^  4^»»jfjajjJAjjA  ^^jj^^xs)  ^^^A5^a)^  -^^-C^ 
j^jASAOd^i&iS  M^^^^xy^  hadmd  taichit  y6i  kaiayd  naskd 
frasdonhd  donhhdi  spdnd  maitimcha  bacsaitU  '*  Hom  assigns 
to  those,  whoever  recite  the  Nasks,  excellence  and 
grandeur.""''  Perhaps,  too,  donhenti,  if  it  really  is  a 
perfect,  is  more  correctly  translated  by  "have  been"; 
but  we  cannot  be  surprised  at  its  having  a  present 
meaning  also,  as  a  real  present  is  not  intended,  ac- 
cording to  what  has  been  remarked  in  §.  520.  We  must 
not  attach  too  great  weight  to  the  circumstance  that 
in  Neriosengh's  Sanscrit  translation  the  form  donhenti 
is  rendered  by  fVnft^[ft?r  nishidanti,  **  sederd^''}  for  Nerio- 
sengh  interchanges  with  one  another  the  roots  dd,  "  to 
give,"  and  d4  "  to  set,"  "  place,"  "  make,"  which  belongs 
to  the  Sanscrit  dhA;  and  why  should   he  not  have  &llen 


*  Jahrb.  fur  Wise.  Crit.  Deer.  1831.  p.  816. 

t  Anquetil,  who  seldom  renders  all  the  forms  in  a  sentence  according 
to  their  real  grammatical  value,  here  makes  the  third  person  plural  the 
second  of  the  imperative,  and  changes  tlie  assertion  into  a  request,  by 
translating  thus :  ^'  O  H6m^  accorffez  l' excellence  et  la  grandeur  d  celui  qiii 
lit  dans  la  maiion  le$  Naks  !" 

I  See  Bumouf's  valuable  Review  of  the  First  Part  of  this  Book, 
Journal  des  Savans,  1838,  in  the  separate  impression,  p.  47.  There  is  an 
error  in  it,  however,  in  the  remark,  that  I  have  represented  the  form 
d<mA^n/»  as  the  imperative  of  the  verb  substantive.  I  meant  the  reduplicate 
preterite  or  perfect. 
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into  a  similar  error  with  the  roots  ^bt^  aSf  "  to  be/'  and 
ivn(^  ds,  **  to  sit,"'  which  both  exist  in  Zend,  particuUirly  as 
the  form  donhenti,  taken  as  the  perfect,  stands,  perhaps* 
quite  isolated  in  the  remains  of  Zend  literature  which 
have  been  preserved  to  us,  but,  as  the  present,  has  nume- 
rous analogous  forms  ?  But  if  donhejUi  really  belongs  to 
the  root  ^nif(^  dSf  "  to  sit,"  then  we  cannot,  in  my  opinion, 
take  it,  with  Neriosengh,  in  this  sense,  but  as  representing 
the  verb  substantive,  which,  as  has  been  shewn  (§.  509.), 
occasionally,  in  Sanscrit  also,  supplies  the  place  of  the  verb 
substantive.  Two  of  the  Paris  MSS.  give,  as  has  been 
remarked  by  Burnouf,  for  donhenti  the  middle  form 
^^^g^v^pu  donhenti;  and  if  this  is  the  correct  reading, 
it  speaks  in  favour  of  the  root  of  ''  to  sit*"*;  for  this,  like 
the  kindred  Greek  verb  (^(<r)-fta/,  ^a^-rcu\  is  used  only  in 
the  middle.  But  if  donhenti  is  the  right  reading,  and  be- 
longs, as  perfect,  to  the  verb  substantive,  it  is,  in  respect  to 
its  termination,  more  ancient  than  the  Sanscrit  dsus 
(§.  462.). 

641.  In  the  middle  we  find  as  the  third  person  plural  of 
the  verb  substantive  the  form  ^7a>«)*^^  donhare  (Vend.  S. 
p.  222),  with  which,  in  regard  to  termination,  the  form 
^>&(iJ)jp^  iririthare,  **  they  are  dead,'"  agrees  (Vend.  S.  p.  179X 
If  the  reading  of  the  two  mutually  corroborative  forms  is 
correct,  we  then  have  the  termination  are  for  the  San- 
scrit iri;  and  it  would  be  a  circumstance  of  much  impor- 
tance that  the  Zend  should  have  left  the  old  conjunctive 
vowel  a  in  its  original  form,  in  a  position  where,  in  San- 
scrit, it  has  been  weakened  to  i.  The  final  S  of  the  San- 
scrit termination  is  suppressed  in  Zend  ;  but  as  r  cannot 
stand  (§.  44.)  at  the  end  of  a  word,  the  addition  of  an  ^  be- 
came necessary,  as  in  vocatives  like  ^^as^om^  ddtare,  '*  crea- 
tor,*' answering  to  the  Sanscrit  vniT.  dhdtar.  If  the  e  of 
the  forms  ^^^^^  donharef  ^^(3j7^7j  iririthare,  was  an 
error  in   writing,  for  which   S  ought  to  stand,  then  an  i 
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would  necessarily  stand  beside  the  a  of  the  preceding 
syllable.  But  as  this  is  not  the  case  we  find  some 
evidence  of  the  correctness  of  the  final  e,  at  least  for  the 
fact,  that  this  form  among  others  is  admissible ;  for  beside 
the  2^>s^}^  Aonhare  which  has  been  mentioned,  we  find, 
in  another  passage  of  the  Vend.  S.  (p.  45),  the  form  jI^jm^j^ 
dankairi,  in  which  the  final  i,  according  to  §.  41.,  has  intro- 
duced an  i  also  in,  the  syllable  preceding.  The  form 
dmhairif  for  which,  perhaps,  one  or  two  MSS.  may  read 
Aonhair^f  assures  us,  however,  in  like  manner,  of  the  pro- 
position, which  is  of  most  importance,  viz.  that  the  con- 
junctive vowel  is  properly  an  a,  and  not,  as  in  Sanscrit, 
an  u 

642.  The  form  ^7as6j7^7j  irtriihare  is  remarkable,  also, 
with  regard  to  its  syllable  of  reduplication :  it  springs 
from  the  root  <3j9j  irith*  from  which  a  verb  of  the  fourth 
class  frequently  occurs ;  in  "  iririih,'*^  therefore,  ir  is  the 
syllable  of  reduplication,  after  which  the  short  initial  i  has 
been  lengthened,  in  order,  as  it  were,  to  gain  strength  for 
bearing  the  reduplication  (compare  the  Gothic  in  §.  589.).  In 
iriritharet  however,  the  countertype  of  the  Greek  forms  with 
Attic  reduplication  is  easily  recognised.  We  must  not,  how- 
ever, seek  for  the  reason  of  this  lengthening  of  the  vowel  of 
the  second  syllable  of  forms  like  eA^Xvda,  Ifu^/ieica,  optipvya, 
in  the  temporal  augment,  which  I  also  avoid  doing.  For, 
though,  by  concretion  with  the  augment,  an  e  might  become 
i;,  an  o  become  o),  this  gives  no  reason  for  supposing  the 
augment  to  exist  everywhere  where  an  initial  vowel  of  a 


*  Probably  a  secondary  root,  with  the  addition  of  a  M,  as  in  dath  for 
da  (see  p.  112).  Irith,  therefore,  might,  stand  for  mirithj  the  initial  tn 
baying  been  lost,  and  might  be  connected  with  the  Sanscrit  root  mri  (nuzr), 
whence,  as  Bnmouf  has  shewn  in  his  frequently-mentioned  Review  (p.  97), 
has  arisen  the  form  m^AiM,  '^kiU,"  with  another  aflix,  from  which 
occurs  the  noun  agent,  in  the  plural  nWrMarS^  ^  the  muiders." 
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verb  is  lengthened.  I  content  myself,  in  forms  like 
eTi^Kvda,  with  the  reduplication ;  and  in  the  vowel  following 
I  find  only  a  phonetic  lengthening  for  the  sake  of  the 
rhythm,  or  to  support  the  weight  of  the  syllable  of  redupli- 
cation ;  as  in  the  Zend  iririth,  or  as  (to  keep  to  Greek)  in 
ay(ji}y6^f  a7a>7ei;f,  ay<»>yrj,  in  which  the  o),  as  is  commonly 
the  case,  is  only  the  representative  of  the  long  a  (§.  4.), 
and  where  there  is  no  ground  for  searching  for  the  aug- 
ment In  general  it  would  be  unnatural  that  the  aug- 
ment, being  an  element  foreign  to  the  root,  should  inter- 
pose itself  in  the  middle  of  the  word  between  the  syllable 
of  reduplication  and  the  proper  root ;  and  unless  a  necessity 
exists,  one  must  not  suppose  the  existence  of  such  a  phe- 
nomenon in  a  language. 

643.  In  a  passage  of  the  Izeshne  (Vend.  S.  p.  65.), 
which  I  understand  too  little  to  ground  on  it,  with  confi- 
dence, any  inference,  while  I  am  without  the  light  which 
might  perhaps  be  thrown  on  it  by  Neriosengh's  Sanscrit 
translation,  I  find  the  expressions  ^^j/as^as^  ^^^/ja»( 
mainyu  mamanitS.  It  does  not,  however,  admit  of  any 
doubt  that  mainyu  is  the  nominative  dual  of  the  base 
mainyu,  "  spirit "  (see  §.  210.) ;  and  hence,  even  without 
understanding  the  whole  meaning  of  the  passage  alluded 
to,  it  appears  to  me  in  the  highest  degree  probable,  that 
mam/initi  is  the  third  person  dual  of  the  perfect.  Perhaps 
we  ought  to  read  mamanAitS,  so  that,  through  the  influence 
of  the  final  S,  the  Sanscrit  termination  dti  would  have 
become  ditS.  But  if  the  reading  mamaniti  is  correct,  and 
the  form  is  really  a  perfect,  an  original  d  would  have 
been  weakened  to  i.  The  whole  form  would,  however,  in 
my  opinion,  be  of  great  importance,  because  it  might 
furnish  ground  for  the  inference,  that  the  contraction  of 
the  reduplication,  in  Sanscrit  forms  like  mSndti  (from  mami- 
ndiS  for  mamandiS),  did  not  exist  before  the  Zend  became 
separate  from  the  Sanscrit  (compare  §.  606.)' 
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644.  It  has  been  already  remarked  (§.514.),  that  the 
Sanscrit  possesses  no  pluperfect,  and  the  substitute  it 
uses  for  it  has  been  noticed.  The  2jend,  also,  is  un- 
doubtedly deficient  in  this  tense*  In  the  Zend  Avesta» 
however,  no  occasion  occurs  for  making  use  of  it>  or  sup 
plying  its  place  in  another  way.  The  Latin  pluperfect  is 
easily  perceived  to  be  a  form  compounded  of  the  perfect 
base  with  the  imperfect  of  the  verb  substantive.  The 
only  point  which  can  admit  of  doubt  is,  whether  the  whole 
eram  is  to  be  considered  as  existing  in  Jiieram,  amaveram, 
as  I  have  done  in  my  System  of  Conjugation  (p.  93.),  so 
that  the  perfect  base,  to  which  the  i  of  fui,  fai-stU  &c., 
belongs,  would  have  lost  its  vowel ;  or  whether  we  should 
assume  the  loss  of  the  e  of  eram,  and  therefore  divide  thus* 
fue^am  amave-ram.  Now,  contrary  to  my  former  opinion, 
I  believe  the  latter  to  be  the  case,  and  I  deduce  fueram 
from  fui-ranif  through  the  frequently-mentioned  tendency 
of  the  i  to  be  corrupted  before  r  to  e,  whence  the  con- 
junctive vowel  i  of  the  third  conjugation  appears  in  the 
second  person  of  the  passive,  as  also  in  the  imperfect  sub- 
junctive and  in  the  infinitive*  as  e  (jeg-e-ris  opposed  to  leg- 
i-^un  leff-Umur)*  For  this  reason  fue-ram  also  is  opposed 
to  the  subjunctive  fui-ssenh  in  which,  as  r  does  not  follow 
the  if  that  letter  remains  in  its  original  form.  It  would 
seem  much  more  difficult  to  discover  a  reason  why  fu-ettsem 
should  have  become  fa-issem,  than  why  fui-ram  should 
become  fueram.  In  general,  in  Latin,  there  exists,  with- 
out reference  to  a  following  r*  many  an  e  which  has 
arisen  from  an  older  i :  I  am  not  acquainted,  however* 
with  any  i  used  for  an  older  e,  as  in  general  the  e  is  an  un^ 
organic  and  comparatively  more  recent  vowel,  but  the  i  is 
as  old  as  the  language  itself:    for  though  i  as  well  as  u 

has   very  frequently  arisen   from   the    weakening   of  the 
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most  weighty  vowel  a,  still  no  epoch  of  the  language  can 
be  imagined  when  there  existed  no  vowel  but  a.  If,  how- 
ever, the  auxiliary  verb  in  fue-ram  fui'Ssem,  has  lost  its 
vowel,  it  shares  in  this  respect  the  same  fate  as  the 
Sanscrit  8am  and  Greek  era  contained  in  the  aorist. 
Where  the  verb  substantive  enters  into  composition  with 
attributive  verbs,  sufficient  reason  exists  for  its  mutilation. 
645.  As  the  Greek  pluperfect  is  formed  from  the  base 
of  the  perfect,  as  the  imperfect  is  from  that  of  the  present, 
by  prefixing  the  augment,  by  which  the  completion  of  the 
action  is  in  this  sense  transferred  to  past  time,  we  should 
expect  in  it  the  terminations  ov,  e;,  e,  &c. ;  thus,  ererv^v, 
which  would  come  very  near  the  Sanscrit  imperfect  of  the 
intensive — atdtdpam.  But  whence  is  the  termination  etv  of 
erervipetv?  Landvoigt  and  Pott  recognise  in  it  the  imper- 
fect of  the  verb  substantive,  so  that  erervipeiv  would  stand 
for  €TeTv<l>tjv.  There  would,  therefore,  be  a  pleonasm  in  this 
form,  as  erert;^  already  of  itself  combines  the  idea  of  the  im- 
perfect with  that  of  the  perfect.  If,  then,  the  verb  substantive 
be  added,  it  must  serve  merely  as  the  copula,  and  not  itself 
express  a  relation  of  time,  and  therefore  lays  aside  the  aug- 
ment, as  the  Sanscrit  dsam  in  aorists  like  akshdip-sam.  But 
it  being  premised  that  the  verb  substantive  is  contained  in 
erervif^eivy  it  is  not  requisite  to  derive  its  ei  from  the  i;  of  r^v. 
Advert  to  the  analogy  of  eiv  with  eifi/,  which  latter  would 
become  eiv,  if  its  primary  personal  termination  were  replaced 
by  the  more  obtuse  secondary  one.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
radical  o*  is  contained  in  the  i  of  6/-/lii,  which  sibilant,  having 
first  become,  by  assimilation,  /a  (Doric  e/x/i/),  has  then,  as 
often  happens  to  v  (as  ridei^  for  rlBev^^  been  vocalized  to  f. 
The  analogy  of  eZ/x/  is  followed  in  the  compound  form  (if 
€T€Tv^€iv  is  really  compounded  as  has  been  stated)  by  the 
dual  and  plural ;  thus,  ererv^eifiev  for  the  more  cumbrous 
€TeTv(f}€<rfjLev,  Here  let  the  Ionic  form  elfiev  for  ea-fiiv  be 
noticed.    In  the  third  person  plural  ererv^crav  (unorganic 
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€T€Tv<l>€t<Tav)  the  composition  with  the  auxiliary  verb  is  evi- 
dent; but  this  person  cannot  be  adduced  as  evidence  for  the 
composition  of  the  other  persons,  since  in  general  a  kind  of 
privilege  is  accorded  to  the  third  person  plural  active  in  re- 
spect to  the  appending  of  the  verb  substantive,  which  also 
extends  to  the  imperfect  and  aorist  of  the  conjugation  in  jjli 
(eiiio-ira^v,  eSo-^a-v,  opposed  to  eSlBo-fiev,  eSo-fiev);  and  in 
like  manner  in  the  Latin  perfects  (fuerunt  from  fuesnnt). 
But  if  the  syllable  et  of  ererviprei'V  is  identical  with  the  et  of 
ei-fc/,  still  [  am  not  shaken  by  this  in  my  opinion  that  the  k 
of  \e\vKa  and  the  aspiration  of  rerv^a  belong  to  the  conso- 
nant of  the  auxiliary  root,  and  that  the  k  is  an  intension  of 
the  0-,  the  aspiration  a  weakening  of  the  k  (§.569.);  that, 
therefore,  in  eKehxfKeiv^  ererv^etv,  the  verb  substantive  is  twice 
contained,  as  is  the  case  in  Sanscrit  forms  like  aydmham 
(§.  570.).  I  believe,  however,  that  at  the  time  when  the 
forms  eKeKuK'€i'V,  ererv^ei-v,  developed  themselves  from  the 
to-be-presupposed  forms  ereTv^ov,  eKeKvKov,  the  remem- 
brance of  the  origin  of  the  #c  and  of  the  aspiration  had  been 
long  lost,  and  that  these  forms  were  generated  by  the  neces- 
sity for  restoring  the  missing  verb  substantive ;  just  as  in 
Old  Saxon  the  form  «wd-t/n,  **they  are,"*  may  first  have 
arisen,  when,  in  the  more  simple  and  likewise  employable 
slnd,  the  expression  of  the  relation  of  time  and  person  was  no 
longer  perceivable;  and  hence  another  personal  termina- 
tion, and,  in  fact,  that  of  the  preterite,  was  annexed.t  The 
Greek  medio-passive  has  admitted  neither  the  first  nor  the 
second  annexation  of  the  verb  substantive :  from  eKeKu-Ket-v 
we  might  expect  kheKv-KeifJitfv,   but   e\er\v'firjv  has   arisen 


*  At  the  same  time  with  unorganic  transfer  to  the  first  and  second  per- 
son, wir  gind^  ihr  seid, 

t  With  the  preterite  coincide  also  the  forms  of  recent  origin,  siy-u-m^ 
"  we  are,"  ny-u-th^  "ye  are":  and  s-ind^  "they  are **  (from  s^nt),  is  alone 
a  transmission  from  the  period  of  the  unity  of  langaage. 
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directly  from  the  reduplicate  root,  by  prefixing  the  augment, 
and  descends  from  a  period  when  the  active  was  not  as  yet 
eKe^KCtv,  but  probably  eKeKvv. 

THE  FUTURE. 

646.  The  Sanscrit  has  two  tenses  to  express  the  future, 
of  which  one,  which  is  more  rarely  employed,  consists  of 
the  combination  of  a  future  participle  with  the  present  of 
the  verb  substantive,  the  root  as;  in  such  a  manner, 
however,  that  (and  this  has  been  already  noticed  as 
remarkable)  the  masculine  nominative  of  the  three  num- 
bers of  the  participle  has  assumed  the  complete  nature  of 
a  third  person  of  a  verb,  and  this  per  se  without  annexa- 
tion of  the  verb  substantive,  and  without  regard  to  the 
gender  of  the  subject;  e.g.  7^ (Mtd,  *'daiurusr  is  used  in 
the  sense  of  "he,  she,  &r  it  will  give,"  and  thus  ^Tiinjl^ 
ddtdras,  "  daturV  in  the  sense  of  "  they  will  give."  Observe 
here  what  has  been  said  above  of  the  Latin  amamini 
instead  of  amamini,  -cb,  -o,  estis  (§.  478.);  and  remark  also 
the  third  person  of  the  Polish  and  Persian  preterite 
(§.  628.).  In  the  other  persons  the  Sanscrit  combines  the 
masculine  nominative  singular  of  the  participle  mentioned 
with  the  said  person  of  the  present  of  the  auxiliary  verb ; 
thus,  ddtdsi  (from  ddtd'asi)  =  daturu8f  datura,  daturum  est. 
I  annex  the  full  conjugation  of  the  two  active  forms  of 
the  adduced  example,  with  the  remark,  that  in  the  third 
person  no  difference  can  exist  between  the  active  and 
middle,  since  the  participle  which  is  employed  makes  no 
distinction  between  the  two  forms. 

SINGULAR.  DUAL. 

ACTIVE.  MBDIAL.  ACTIVE.  MEDIAL. 

ddtdsmi,      dMdhS.  dM&svas,        ddtdsvah^. 

ddtdsi,        ddtdsi.  ddtdsthas,       ddtdsdihi. 

ddid,  ddtd.  ddtdrdu,         ddtdrdv. 
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PLURAL. 
ACTIVR.  MEDIAL. 

ddtdsmas,        ddtdsmahS. 
cUUdstha,         ddtddkvS. 
ddtAraSt  ddldras. 

"  Remark. — ^It  is  very  surprising,  that,  although  the 
compound  nature  of  this  tense  is  so  distinctly  evidenti 
none  of  the  grammarians,  my  predecessors,  have  remarked 
it ;  and  the  first  mention  of  it  that  has  been  made  was  in 
my  System  of  Conjugation,  where  it  was  noticed,  without 
meeting  with  any  opposition  from  the  strongest  opponents 
of  my  System  of  Agglutination.  As  regards  the  first 
person  singular  middle,  it  must  be  remarked,  that  the  root, 
as  in  this  person,  changes  its  s  into  A,  although  in  Sanscrit 
this  exchange  is  to  be  met  with  nowhere  else,  but  it  occurs 
frequently  in  Prakrit,  and  before  m  and  n  regularly  takes 
place  in  the  middle  of  a  word,  where  mh,  nh,  are  commonly 
used  by  transposition  for  hm,  hn;  hence,  amhi  or  mhi 
(resting  on  a  preceding  vowel)  "  I  am  "'*  (see  Lassen,  p.  267, 
&c.,  Hofer,  p.  77.).  As  the  Sanscrit  h  (=:gh  not  ch)  is 
usually  represented  in  Greek  by  x*  sometimes  also  by  y,  and 
even  by  k*  in  ddldhi,  therefore,  may  be  found  a  confirmation 
of  the  opinion  expressed  in  §.  569.,  that  the  #c  of  forms  like 
eioiKa,  ieicAKOf  belongs  to  the  verb  substantive  as  a  thick- 
ening of  the  0"." 

647.  In  the  third  person  singular,  also,  the  verb  sub- 
stantive sometimes  occurs  combined  with  the  participle,  as 
vaktdstit  "he  will  speak,'^  for  vakld;*  on  the  other  hand, 
we  occasionally  find,  in  the  other  persons  also,  the  verb 
substantive  omitted,  and  the  person  expressed  by  a  separate 


*  Coinpare  ^,  /ueva?,  icfip,  KupSia,  with  aham,  mahat^  hrid,  hridaya, 
t  See  my  collection  of  the  £pi8bdes  of  the  Mahabh&rata  (Draupadi, 
III.  2),  published  under  the  title  of  ^^  Diluvium." 
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pronoun*,  as  is  done   in   Russian    in    the   preterite  (see 
§.  629.)-      Sometimes  the  participle  is   separated  from  the 
auxiliary  verb  belonging  to  it  by  one  or  more  words ;    as, 
hart  A  tad  asmi  U,  **faciurus  hoc  sum  iUyV  (Mahabh.).      I 
do  not,  however,  think  that    such  departures    from    the 
usual  practice  of  the  language  could  occur  where  the  sub- 
ject was  not  a  masculine  singular ;    at  least  it  is  probable, 
if  kartd  referred  to  a  feminine,  that  kartri  would  be  used 
instead    of  it.      Except   in  these    constructions,   however, 
formations  in  Mr  (in  the  weak  cases  tri,  §.  144.)  very  seldom 
occur  as  future  participles  r     but  their  usual  function  is 
that  of  a  noun  agent,  like  the  corresponding    forms   in 
Greek  and  Latin  in  tyjp^  nap,  t&r ;   as,  SoTtjpt  dafor,  dcUdr-is, 
answer  to  the  Sanscrit  ddtdr  (?^  ddtri,  nominative  ddtdf 
§.  144.).       The  Latin,   however,  as  has  been  already  ob- 
served   (§.  576.),  formed  from  the  shorter  form   in  t6r   a 
longer  one  in  turm  and  has  allotted  to  this  exclusively  the 
functions  of  the  future  participle.      In  Zend,  the  formations 
in  Mr,  in   my   opinion,  occur  only  as  nouns  of  agency ; 
as,    ddidr,     "creator"     (  =  Sanscrit    dhdtar)     nominative 
A5^Au^  ddta    (see   §.  144.),     accusative     ^^jm^ms^  ddtdrhnj 
vocative   ^7a5^am^  ddtare  (§.  44.).      To  this  class  belong  in 
Sclavonic  the  formations  in  tely  (theme  telyOf  §.  259.),  the  r 
being  exchanged  for  i  and  the  syllable    yo    added;     as, 
dyetely,  ** factor,'''*   corresponds  to  the  just-mentioned  Zend 
ddtdr  and  Sanscrit  dhdtdr  (compare  §.  634.).      This  dyetely, 
however,  does  not  occur  in  its  simple  form,  but  only  in 
combination  with  the  preposition  »,  and  with  dobrOf  "  good," 
ttrdyetly,  "  conditor,^''  dobro-dyetely,  "  benefactor."      For  other 


*  Compare  1.  c.  p.  114,  SL  31,  l^vUd  *ntas  tvam  for  bhamtdsy  antas^ 
"  thou  willst  be  the  end." 

t  An  example  occurs  in  the  Raghu-Vansa,  VI.  52,  by  Stenzler,  nripan 
tarn  ....  vyatyaydd  anyatxtdhur  bhai^tii^  *'^regem  iilum  prateriit  aUus 
uxorftUura.'* 


FORMATION  OF  TENSES.  879 

examples  in  tely,  see  §.  259.*  From  the  Gothic  we  may 
here  adduce  the  word  blSs-treis  (theme  blds-trya),  which  is 
quite  isolated  in  its  formation,  and  is  connected  with  blAtaru 
"  to  honor/^  the  t  of  which,  according  to  §.  102.,  has  passed 
into  9  before  the  t  of  the  suffix.  With  respect  to  the 
Sanscrit  suffix  tdr  (tri),  it  remains  to  be  remarked,  that  in 
vowels  capable  of  Guna  it  requires  Guna,  and  that  it  is  not 
always  united  with  the  root  direct,  but  fipequently  by  a 
conjunctive  vowel  i ;  in  the  latter  respect,  jan-i-tdt  jan-i- 
tdram,  correspond  to  the  Latin  gen-i'tor,  gen-i-tdrem,  while 
paktdf  palddram,  answer  to  codor,  coddrem. 

648.  In  my  Sanscrit  Grammar  I  term  the  future  tense 
just  considered,  and  which  is  peculiar  to  the  Sanscrit,  the 
participial  future,  in  accordance  with  its  formation,  to  dis- 
tinguish it  from  that  which  belongs  to  the  Sanscrit,  in 
common  with  the  Zend,  Greek,  Lithuanian,  and  Latin, 
and  which  I  call  the  auxiliary  future,  because,  in  its  cha- 
racter ;9T  sya,  I  recognise  the  obsolete  future  of  the  root 
09,  "  to  be."  I  imagine,  therefore,  that  in  dd-syaii,  "  he 
will  give,"  only  the  syllable  ya  expresses  the  future,  but 
that  the  s  is  the  root  of  the  verb  "  to  be,"  with  loss  of  its 
vowel,  which  is  not  surprising,  as,  even  when  uncompounded, 
the  a  of  the  root  cu  is  frequently  lost  (§.  480.).  The  final 
part  of  dd'sydmi  resembles  veiy  closely  the  potential  sydm, 
"  I  may  be,"  which  actually  exists  in  isolated  use.  Com- 
pare— 


*  With  regard  to  the  formations  in  ary^  mentioned  at  §.  269.,  it  is  re- 
quisite to  observe,  that  the  preceding  t  does  not  belong  to  the  suffix  under 
discussion,  but  to  the  primary  word:  {fatery,  "goldsmith"  (in  Russian, 
also,  iolotary\  comes  from  {ofoto,  "gold,"  and  bratary,  "porter,"  from 
brata,  "  door."  Mytary,  "  toU-gatberer,"  is  related  in  its  prunary  word, 
which  does  not  appear  to  occur,  with  our  mauth :  compare  the  Gothic 
motareis  (theme  m6tarya\  "  toU-gatherer,"  moto,  ^^matUh"  "  toll." 
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SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

PLURAL. 

FUTURE.      POTBN. 

FUTURE. 

POTBN. 

FUTURE.            POTBir 

sydmi,      iydm. 

sydvast 

sydva. 

sydmas,      sydma, 

syoMf       syAs. 

ayathas, 

ftydtam* 

syaiha,       sydta. 

syatit       sydt. 

syaias. 

sydtdm. 

syaniU       syus. 

649.  We  see  that  the  principal  difference  of  the  forms 
here  compared  is,  that  the  potential  has  a  long  d  pervBding 
it,  hut  the  future  a  short  o»  which,  according  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  class  syllables  of  the  first  conjugation  (§.  434.), 
is  lengthened  before  m  and  v  of  the  first  person.  And 
besides  this,  the  future  has  the  full  primary  terminations, 
but  the  potential  has  the  more  obtuse  secondary  endings, 
with  that  of  us  in  the  third  person  plural,  which  occurs 
occasionally  also  in  the  imperfect. 

650.  The  Latin  has  this  great  superiority  over  the 
Sanscrit,  that  its  erOf  m«,  &c.,  has  been  preserved  in 
isolated  use,  and  in  fact  retaining  the  initial  vowel  of  the 
root,  in  which  respect  eris,  erU,  &c  (from  esis,  esU,  §.  22.), 
is  as  advantageously  distinguished  from  syasi,  sycAu  as 
€8-ti»  from  sihot  or  as,  in  Greek,  eor/xe;  from  imas^  earov 
from  sthas9  stas  (§.  480.). 

651.  The  i  of  erisy,  erit,  &c.,  I  have  already,  in  my 
System  of  Conjugation,  represented  (p.  9l)  as  a  contraction 
of  the  true  future  character  ya ;  and  I  have  since  been 
supported  in  this  opinion  by  the  Prakrit,  where,  for  the 
Sanscrit  sya  or  syd,  we  occasionally  find  hi ;  for  instance, 
in  the  first  person,  himi  for  sydmi,  and  in  the  second 
person  hisi  for  syasi  (Latin  eris).  Some  examples  have 
been  already  given  above  (p.  401  Rem.).*  It  may  be 
further  remarked,  that  the  Sanscrit,  also,  sometimes  abbre- 
viates the  syllable  ya,  as  also  va  and  ra,  by  suppressing 
the  vowel  and   changing  the   semi-vowel   into    its   corre- 


*  Compare  Hofer  '*De  Prakr.  Dial."  p.  199. 


FORMATION  OF  TENSES.  881 

sponding  vowel  (see  p.  759) ;  and  moreover  (which,  in  the 
case  before  us,  is  still  more  important  to  observe  with 
regard  to  the  formal  connection  of  the  future  and  poten- 
tial), the  syllable  yd  of  the  mood  just  mentioned  is  con- 
tracted in  the  middle  to  t*,  by  which  sydi,  *'  he  may  be,"' 
becomes,  in  the  middle,  sita, 

632.  The  Lithuanian  has  likewise  contracted  the  future 
character  ya  to  f  in  the  persons  most  correctly  preserved ; 
thus  the  sime,  sUe,  of  du-H-me^  du^si-te  {dabimuSf  dabitis), 
eritnuSf  eri-^ist  and  the  whole  word,  to  the  Sanscrit  ddrsydr 
maSf  dd'Sya-iha;  and  in  the  dual  du-ntva,  du^si-ta,  corre- 
spond to  the  Sanscrit  dd'sydfxzs,  dd-sya-^hds.  But  in  its 
simple  state  si  has  been  no  more  retained  in  Lithuanian 
than  8ya  has  in  Sanscrit,  but  the  verb  substantive,  in  the 
future,  in  the  two  cognate  idioms,  combines  the  two  roots 
of  ''  to  be  ^^  with  one  another :  hence,  in  Lithuanian, 
bdrst-woj  bu'si'ta^  bi^si-me,  5w-«-te  answering  to  the  San- 
scrit bhaV'i'shyd-vaSf  bhav-i-shya-thaSf  bhav-ishyd-mas,  bhav- 
i'skya-tha,  which  are  furnished  with  Guna  and  a  conjunctive 
vowel  i.  Compare,  in  regard  to  the  combination  of  the 
two  roots  of  "  to  be,"  the  Latin /iie-run^,  for  which  a  simple 
fvArnt  might  be  expected ;  or  (which  is  here  more  in 
point)  the  future  perfect, /ua^o,  which  I  distribute,  not  into 
fu-erOi  but  inUy  fue-ro  torfui-ro  (compare  §.  644.). 

65a  In  the  singular,  the  Lithuanian  has  almost  entirely 
lost  the  future  character  i,  and  only  the  s  of  the  auxiliary 
verb  has  remained  ;  at  least,  I  believe  that  in  the  second 
person  du-sit  ''thou  willst  give,^'  the  personal  termination, 
which,  in  the  second  person  singular,  terminates  in  all 
tenses  in  f,  has  more  claim  to  the  i  than  the  expression 
of  the  future  has.  In  the  third  person,  dSt-s  stands  for  all 
numbers  (§.  457.) ;  and  to  the  form  6iJ-»  of  the  verb  sub- 
stantive corresponds  remarkably  a  word  bhus,  in  Irish,  of 
the  same  signiiScation,  but  which  is  quite  isolated  (see 
O'Reilly's  Lex.,  s.v.  bhus).      The  Sanscrit  bhavi-shyati  and 
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Zend  bu'syiiii,  however,   form   the   medium   between   the 
Lithuanian  bus  and  Irish  bhus. 

654.  In  the  first  person  singular  I  regard  the  u  of 
forms  like  du-au,  "  I  will  give,""  as  in  all  the  first  persons 
singular,  as  the  vocalization  of  the  personal  character  m 
(see  §§.  436.  438.)  :  in  the  Latin  era,  however,  for  which  eris 
ought  to  stand,  the  second  element  of  the  Sanscrit  yd  of 
sydmi  has  been  preserved  in  preference  to  the  first ;  and  in 
this  ero  has  the  same  relation  to  sydmi  that  veho,  above- 
mentioned,  has  to  vahAmi  (§.  733.).  The  same  is  the  case 
with  the  third  person  plural,  in  which  erunt  for  enunt  cor- 
responds to  the  Sanscrit  syanti  from  asyanti,  and  in  respect 
to  its  u  for  a  answers  to  vehurds=vaharUu 

655.  To  the  Latin  ero,  erunU  from  eso,  esuntt  correspondf 
exclusive  of  their  middle  terminations,  the  Greek  eaofiat, 
eaovrat,  the  active  of  which  is  lost,  as  far  as  its  simple  use. 
"^Etrovrat  from  eaiovrai  answers  to  the  Sanscrit  -^antS  for 
asyanU,  and  in  the  singular  eo'erou  to  the  Sanscrit  -syatS 
(  =r  syatai)  from  asyaU.  The  form  earcu  is  originally  nothing 
else  than  the  middle  of  ea-Ti]  and  ecrre-rou  also  appears,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Greek,  like  a  present,  with  the  con- 
junctive vowel  of  the  conjugation  in  ci>  (Xey-e-rai).  The  epic 
forms  with  double  <r  (ea'a-ofxat,  6\6(r<ra))  can  scarcely  have 
been  formed  from  a  consideration  of  metre,  but  have  been 
used  in  the  construction  of  verse  only  because  they  were 
already  in  existence,  and  had  a  grammatical  claim  to  that 
existence.  I  derive  eo-o-ofca/,  oKeaxra},  by  assimilation,  from 
etryofiai,  ohecryu),*  as  fieaao^  from  fxeayo^  for  fieSyo^  (Sanscrit 
mndhyot  Latin  medium),  and  as  aAAo;  from  a\yos=^aliu9, 
Prakrit  anna,  Sanscrit  anya.     The  Prakrit  regularly  assi- 


*  The  l>uric  form  itnrovfMt  from  ea-aeo^ai  for  ea-ffioftai  coDseqaently 
contains  the  character  of  the  future  doubled  (§.  666.) ;  whidi  cannot  be 
surprising,  as,  when  these  words  were  produced,  the  reason  of  the  duplica- 
tion of  the  0-  was  no  longer  perceived  by  the  language. 
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milates,  as  has  been  already  remarked  (§.  300.),  the  weaker 
consonant  to  the  stronger,  whether  tiiis  precedes  or  follows 
it ;  and  according  to  this  principle  it  produces  also  futures  in 
88a»,*  89ash  sadif  &c. ;  e.g,  karissadi,  answering  to  the  Sanscrit 
karUhyaiu  "he  will  make."  Forms  of  this  kind,  which  are 
the  countertypes  of  the  Greek  e<r<ro/xai,  are  in  far  more  fre-* 
quent  use  than  those  abovementioned  in  himi, 

656.  In  composition  the  Greek  loses  the  vowel  of  the  root 
of  the  auxiliary  verb ;  hence,  Sci-o-co,  $cS-tro/x€i/,  ^e/ic-oxi),  Seix- 
(Toixev^  as  in  Sanscrit  dd-sydmh  dd-gydmas,  dS.k'sydmi  (§.  21.), 
dik-shydmas,  only  with  the  loss  of  the  y,  for  which  i  might 
be  expected,  and  which,  too,  it  is  very  remarkable,  has  re- 
mained in  some  Doric  forms,  which  Koen  compares  at  Greg. 
G>r.  p.  230.  They  are  the  following:  itpa^lofievf  ^apif<ofceda, 
avvSia(l>v7^j3L^iofJL€0cCy  ^oadrjo'ttOf  7r/DoA6f\/r/cd.t  To  this  class  be* 
long  the  common  Doric  futures  in  <tS>,  (rovfieu,  from  (reco, 
triofiev,  for  (t/g),  clofiev,  since  the  i  has  been  first  corrupted 
to  e,  and  then  contracted  with  the  following  vowel,  as  in 
the  declension  of  bases  in  i,  as  iroKei^  proceeded  from  iroKeeg, 
v6\ea£,  and  this  from  iroAie^,  iroTaa^;  as  to  the  Old  High 
German  genitives  like  balge-s  (paJkes)  correspond  the  Gothic 
like  bcdgi-s,  or  as,  in  the  feminine  i  bases,  the  Old  High 
German  form  krefii  precedes  the  Middle  High  German  like 
krefle.  In  the  genitive  plural  we  have,  in  Old  High  German 
even,  in  different  authorities,  togetlier  with  krejiio,  which 
miust  originally  have  been  kreflyo,  the  form  krefteo,  and,  sup- 
pressing the  e  or  i,  krefto  (chrefto).  These  genitives,  there- 
fore, in  their  gradual  process  of  corruption,  coincide  exactly 
with  that  of  the  Greek  future ;  for  from  yo  we  arrive  first  at 


*  The  first  person,  in  this  formation,  loses  the  t  of  the  termination 
which  the  forms  in  himi  liave  retained. 

t  I  agree  with  Pott  (I.  p.  116)  in  thinking  fioadn<ria  and  vpo\ei}lri<a 
should  be  written  for  fiofjOtja-iio^  Trpo\ei\ln(a :  as  the  form  in  Q  has  arisen 
first  by  contraction  from  e»  for  m,  the  i  would  be  twice  represented  in  m. 
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ioj  thence  at  eot  and  in  the  farthest  corruption  at  o ;  just  as 
from  the  Sanscrit  future  in  sydmi  sydmas,  in  Greek  at  first 
we  come  to  irita,  moyiev ;  thence  to  <Te(ih  creo/xev,  which  we  must 
suppose  to  have  existed  before  cia,  trovfiev;  finally  to  the 
common  future  forms  like  Sco-crci),  SetK-aia,  in  which  the  semi- 
vowel of  the  Sanscrit  dd-sydmU  Mk-shydmi,  has  entirely  dis- 
appeared.  In  the  Greek  second  future,  however,  the  second 
element  of  the  Sanscrit  shya  has  been  retained  in  preference 
to  the  sibilant;  and  as  the  liquids  have  expelled  the  a-  of  the 
first  aorist,  and  eareiKa  is  said  for  eareT^Of  so  also  comes 
<rr6\ca  from  trreKeoi  for  aT€?il<a,  and,  this  from  oreKirita,  ac- 
cording to  the  analogy  of  the  abovementioned  ^aOfi-aliAf 
vpoKetiMTiu). 

657.  It  is  not  probable  that  the  Sanscrit  future-character 
ya  should  have  originally  occurred  only  in  the  root  as  of  the 
verb  substantive ;  but  I  have  scarce  any  doubt  that,  at  a 
very  early  epoch,  extending  back  beyond  the  period  of  the 
separation  of  languages,  the  attributive  verbs  likewise 
might  form  their  future  by  annexing  directly  the  syllable 
ya ;  that  therefore  forms  like  ddryati  have  existed  before 
or  contemporaneously  with  such  as  dd-syati^icih-a'etf  "he 
will  give."  In  the  present  state  of  the  language,  however, 
the  attributive  verbs  always  require  the  verb  substantive 
in  order  to  denote  the  future,  as  the  Sclavonic  languages 
also  apply  the  newly  constructed  future  of  the  verb  sub- 
stantive (§.  633.)  to  paraphrase  the  future,  without,  how- 
ever (the  Servian  language  excepted),  forming  with  it  a 
compound.  The  Camiolan  and  Polish  employ  with  the 
future  of  the  auxiliary  verb  that  participle  in  If  ta^  lo, 
which  we  have  seen  above  used  to  express  the  past 
(§.  62S.  &c.) :  the  Russian,  however,  and  Bohemian,  and 
sometimes,  also,  the  Old  Sclavonic,  use  the  infinitive. 
Thus,  in  Camiolan  we  find,  in  the  various  genders,   bSm,* 


*  The  more  complete  form  of  b<fm  is  bodem,   ^'  I  make  to  be,"  after 

the 
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igrhlf  b6m  igrdla,  bom  ignUo,  "  I  will  play,"  literally,  "  I  will 
be  he  that  plays,''  "  she  that  plays,"  "  it  that  plays."  In 
Polish,  b^d^^  czytat  czytala,  czytatof  means  "  I  will  be 
reading"),  "I  will  read";  in  Russian,  6yAy  ABHramb 
budu  dvigaty,  "  I  will  move,"  literally,  "  I  will  be  moving " ; 
so,  in  Bohemian,  budu  kradi  (from  kradti),  "  I  will  steal." 
The  Servian,  however,  has  this  advantage  over  the  other 
Sclavonic  dialects,  that  it  does  not  require  a  periphrasis 
of  the  future  by  the  verb  substantive,  but  combines  the 
auxiliary  verb  signifying  "  to  do  "  with  the  themes  of  the 
attributive  verbs,  just  as  with  that  of  the  verb  substantive  : 
thus,    igradyu  means    "  I   will   play,"    as    bidyu    does    "  I 

will  be." 

658.  Several  Sclavonic  languages  may  or  must,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  express  the  future  by  a  preposition  pre- 
fixed to  the  present,  which  signifies  "after,"  and  is  pro- 
nounced po.  We  refer  the  reader  to  Dobrowsky's  Bohemian 
Instructions,  pp.  160,  &c.,  respecting  the  difference  in  signi- 
fication of  the  Bohemian  futures  which  are  expressed  with 
po,  from  those  which  are  conveyed  by  a  periphrasis,  where 
both  are  used  simultaneously,  as  po-kradu  and  budu  hrasii. 
In  Carniolan  there  are  not  more  than  ten  verbs  which  ex- 
press the  future  by  prefixing  po;  aspo-r^zhenh  "  I  will  say."  * 


the  analc^  of  the  Old  Sdayonic  hu-du  (§.633.).  The  contraction  of 
bddem  to  6($in  is  like  that  of  gleday^  ''behold"  (fflSdam, ''  I  behold"),  to 
gUy  (see  Kopitar's  Cr.  Gr.  p.  334).  The  contracted  form  bom  resembles 
fortnitoosly,  but  in  a  surprising  d^^ree,  the  Prakrit  present  hSmi,  '*  I 
am,"  an  abbreviation  of  bMmif  and  contraction  of  the  Sanscrit  bhavdmu 
In  the  kindred  languages,  however,  a  historical  fact  lies  for  the  most  part 
at  the  bottom  of  fortuitous  coincidences,  which,  in  the  case  before  us,  con- 
sists in  this,  that  b6m  and  h6mi,  like  our  &»n.  Old  High  German  6tm,  have 
the  same  root  and  the  same  personal  termination. 

*  B^  s=bendehf  from  hendem,  §.  266.  g. 

t  Compare  the  Old  Sclavonic  reM,  redieshi^  and  Sanscrit  vath  (see 
p.  627,  Rem.  6.). 
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The  rest  all  expressman  emotion,  as  pcbeshimf  "I  will  fly," 
pojesdim,  "  I  will  ride"  (Kopitar,  p.  332).  The  Old  Sclavonic 
employs  other  prepositions  besides  po,  in  order  to  give  a 
future  meaning  to  the  present  After  po  the  most  in  use  are 
oy  {u),  "by,"  and  81*3  (v^f  "outwards";  as  H-vidU,  "videbil," 
u-boyu-sya,  "timebo"  (Sanscrit  bhi,  "to  fear,"  bhaya^  "fear''), 
vo^-roHtHy  **crescam*'  (Dobr.  p.  377). 

659.  The  periphrasis  by  fctlrfd,  "  I  will  be,"  is  rare  in  Old 
Sclavonic:  on  the  other  hand,  imam,  "I  have,*'  frequently  oc- 
curs in  the  translation  of  the  Evangelists  as  a  future  auxiliary 
verb  in  combination  with  the  infinitive;  as  imyed  imashh 
** habebia'"'*  ("thou  hast  to  have");  priiti  imaty  syn^  '*wniet 
filius''^;  ne  imaty  byti,  *' non  erW" ;  ne  imaty  pitij^non  bibet^ 
(Dobrowsky,  p.  379).  Observe  the  coincidence  of  idea  with 
the  Roman  languages,  the  future  of  which,  though  it  has 
completely  the  character  of  a  simple  inflexion  form,  is  nothing 
else  than  the  combination  of  the  infinitive  with  the  present 
of  the  auxiliary  verb.  This  would  perhaps  have  been  with 
difficulty  discovered,  or  not  at  all,  on  account  of  the  contrac- 
tion which  the  auxiliary  verb  experiences  in  the  plural,  but 
for  the  clear  indication  of  it  we  receive  from  the  language 
of  Provence,  which  at  times  separates  the  auxiliary  verb 
from  the  infinitive  by  a  pronoun ;  as,  dnr  vos  nai,  **je  vans 
en  donnerai";  dir  vos  ai,  **J€  vom  dirai"^;  dir  vos  em,  ^nom 
vous  dirons**;  gitar  metz,  *'vous  me  jeterez"  It  is  remark- 
able that  the  Old  Sclavonic  occasionally  paraphrases  the 
future  of  the  verb  "to  have"  itself  by  ''to  have,"  which  the 
Roman  languages  are  always  compelled  to  do,  because  they 
possess  no  other  means  of  expressing  the  future :  thus  the 
French  tu  auras  (from  avoiras)  corresponds  to  the  above- 
mentioned  Sclavonic  imyati  imnshu 

660.  The  Gothic,  also,  sometimes  paraphrases  the  future 
by  the  auxiliary  verb  "to  have";  thus,  2  Cor.  xi.  12,  tauyan 
haba  for  ^roo^crco;  John  xii.  26,  visan  habailh  for  earou  (see 
Grimm  IV.  93).     The  German  languages  have,  that  is  to 
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say,  like  their  Sclavonic  cognate  idioms»  from  the  earliest  anti- 
quity lost  their  primitive  future  inflexion,  which  the  Lithua- 
nian and  Lettish  share  to  this  day  with  the  Sanscrit  and  Greek. 
As,  however,  the  Sanscrit  future  sy^mi  is  almost  identical  with 
the  potential  sydm,  "  I  may  be,*'  and  the   future  character 

ifya  springs  from  the  same  source  with  the  potential  ^yd, 
it  deserves  notice  that  Ulfilas  frequently  expresses  the  Greek 
future  by  the  Grothic  conjunctive  present,  which  is  in  form 
identical  with  the  Sanscrit  potential  and  Greek  optative. 
Examples  are,  Mark  ix.  19,  siyau  and  ihulau  for  eaofxat  and 
avi^ofiat;  Mark  ix.  35,  siyai  for  eorai;  x.  7,  bileithai  for 
KarcLKeiylrei ;  x.  8,  siyaina  for  ecovrau.  In  the  reverse  case 
the  Persian  uses  the  only  ancient  future  that  it  has  preserved, 
viz.  ^b  bdshem  (s  Sanscrit  bhavishydmi)  also  in  the  sense  of 
the  present  subjunctive.  The  attributive  verbs  in  Persian, 
to  denote  the  future,  prefix  to  the  present  a  particle  beginning 
with  bf  which,  with  regard  to  its  vowel,  is  guided  by  that  of 
the  initial  syllable  of  the  verb ;  so  that  for  u  (dhamma)  the 
prefix  also  contains  an  u,  but  for  other  vowels  an  e;*  as 
be-berem,  "I  will  carry,"  be-hdzem,  "I  will  play,"  but  6m- 
pursem,  "  I  will  ask.""  These  futures  stand  in  an  external 
analogy  with  those  of  the  Sclavonic  languages,  which  are 
formed  from  the  present  by  prefixing  the  preposition  po 
(§§.  658.  &c.).  We  must,  however,  leave  it  undecided  whether 
the  Persian  prefix  of  the  future,  which  may  also  precede  the 
imperative,  is  identical  with  the  inseparable  preposition  be, 
or  whether,  as  appears  to  me  far  more  probable,  it  is  con- 
nected with  Job  bayed,  "  oportet,^''  and  has,  therefore,  our 
ideal  relationship  with  the  periphrasis  of  the  future,  which 
is  formed  by  the  ^uxiliaiy  verb  soHen,  and  which  still  re- 
mains in  several  more  ancient  and  more  recent  German 


*  Ke8ray  properly  t,  which,  however,  is  usually  pronounced  like  fatha^ 
i,  e.  originally  a,  commonly  e. 
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dialects  (Grimm  IV.  179,  &c.).  If  this  is  the  case,  it  may  be 
here  further  remarked,  that,  in  Zend,  the  imperative  is  occa- 
sionally used  in  the  sense  of  the  future.  Thus  we  read  in 
V.  S.  p.  82,  ^y»^^A}2m^A)j«  (^^^as  ^^(en3-$^-'^9  9fy-*w»7)  j^w 
hi  urvdnem  valwttem  ahttm  frahdrayini,  "  whose  soul  I  will 
make  to  go  to  the  best  world."  Anquetil  translates,  '^^> 
ferai  alter  librement  son  ame  aux  demeures  celestes.*** 

661.  We  return  to  the  Gothic,  in  order  to  remark  that  it 
employs  most  commonly  the  present  indicative  instead  of 
the  future,  in  which  it  is  deficient,  as  is  the  case  also  in  Old 
High  German  very  frequently.  The  periphrasis,  however, 
begins  gradually  by  soUen  and  woUen,  the  latter  only  in  the 
first  person :  that  by  means  of  werden  is  peculiar  to  the  New 
German ;  in  a  certain  degree,  however,  the  Gothic  paves  the 
way  for  it,  as  in  this  language  wairtha  sometimes  occurs  in 
the  sense  of  the  future  of  the  verb  substantive.  Grimm 
(IV.  177. 178.)  quotes  the  following  passages:  Matt. viiL  12. 
Luke  i.  14.  2  Cor.  xi.  15.,  where  eoTcu  is  rendered  by  twir- 
thith  ;  moreover,  2  Cor.  vi.  16,  where  vairtha  tiair^Aand  answer 
to  the  Greek  eaofiai,  earovrat.  In  fact,  werden^  "  to  become,^ 
is  the  most  natural  and  surest  expression  of  future  being* 
and  far  better  adapted  to  represent  it  than  the  auxiliary 
verbs  "  to  will "  and  "  to  owe ;"  for  he  who  is  becoming  will 
certainly  arrive  at  being,  and  is  one  who  will  be  hereafter ; 
the  willing  and  the  owing,  however,  may  be  incapable  or 
be  prevented  from  doing  what  he  would  or  should.     The 


*  Librement  is  clearly  the  translation  of  the  preposition  contained  in 
frd-pdraySnSy  as  Anquetil  also,  in  the  page  preceding,  TenderB  Jrava6ofm 
(thus  I  read  it  for  Jravadcim)  by  "jc  parle  dairement  ;*'  while  in  both  ex- 
presfflons,  and  especially  very  often  in  Zend,  as  in  Sanscrit,  the  preposi- 
tions have  no  perceptible  meaning,  which  admits  of  translation,  though 
the  Indian  Scholiasts  also,  in  the  derivation  of  verbs  compounded  with 
prepositions,  lay  too  much  stress  on  the  prepositions.  We  will  treat  here^ 
after  of  the  middle  imperative  termination  in  n^.  As  the  causal  form 
the  verb  under  discussion  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  pra-sAray^nd. 
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willing  person  may  also  alter  his  will,  and  hence  not  do  what 
he  intended.  The  Old  Northern  language,  in  paraphrasing 
the  future,  uses  the  anomalous  mun,  "I  think,"  which 
employs  the  preterite  form  as  the  present;  e.g.  muntverOf 
"  eris,^*  mun  slifnas  "rumpeiur,**  koma  munu,  "venient."  To  this 
head  heloqgs  the  circumstance,  that  occasionally  the  Gothic 
weak  verb  munan  represents,  not,  indeed,  the  proper 
future,  but  the  Greek  constructioti  with  /li6X\co,  for  which, 
however,  haban  is  also  applied  (Grinma,  IV.  93, 178);  thus 
John  xiv.  22,  munais  gabairhtyan  fceAAe/r,  efx<f>avi^€iv.  Ulfilas, 
however,'could  scarcely  have  imagined  that  his  munan  and  the 
Greek  /leAAo)  are  radically  akin,  which  is  the  case  if  I  mistake 
not.  I  believe  that  fxeTsXta  stands  in  the  same  relation  to  the 
Sanscrit  manyi  (only  that  the  latter  is  a  middle  verb), 
"I  think,"  "I  mean,"  as  a\\o^  does  to  anya-s,  "the  other" 
(§.  655.).  The  circumstance  that  we  have  the  Sanscrit  root 
in  Greek  also^  in  a  truer  form,  and  one  which  retains  the 
original  n  (e.g.  fievog^manas),  does  not  prevent  the  assump- 
tion that  besides  this  the  favourite  exchange  of  liquids  takes 
place,  and  consequently  /xeAXo)  might  become  estranged  from 
the  forms  with  v. 

662.  Latin  futures  like  amabo,  docebo,  have  already,  in  my 
System  of  Conjugation,  as  compounds  with  the  root/u  (the/ 
of  which  in  the  interior  of  a  word  becomes  &,  see  §.  18.),  and  bo, 
bi9,  bit,  &c.,  been  compared  with  the  Anglo-Saxon  beo,  "  I  will 
be,"  bys,  "  thou  willst  be,"  bydh, "  he  will  be."  Bo,  a  sister  form 
of  the  bam  of  amabam,  docebam,  mentioned  before  (§§.  526, 
&x;.),  answers  in  conjugation  exactly  to  ero;  bo,  therefore,  stands 
for  bio,  bunt  for  biunt,  and  the  i  of  bis,  bit,  bimus,  bitis,  is  a  con- 
traction of  the  Sanscrit  future  character  ya  (§.  651.).  From  the 
root  bhU  would  come  the  fonns  bhUydmi,  bhiyasi,  bh^yati,  &c., 
or  with  Guna,  bhdydmi,  bhdyasi,  &c.,  if  the  said  root  were  not 
combined  in  the  future  with  the  root  as,  but  annexed  the  syl- 
lable ya  direct  (before  m  and  v,  yd).    To  this  would  correspond 

in  Latin,  in  its  isolated  stale,  fuyo,fuis,  fait,  in  which,  however, 

3  M 
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fait  would  be  distinguished  from  the  perfect  (aorist)  fuit  in 
this,  that  the  i  in  the  latter  form  is  nothing  but  a  conjunctiYe 
vowel  and  the  weakening  of  an  original  a,  but  in  the  future 
the  contraction  of  ya  and  expression  of  the  relation  of  time. 
In  60,  bis,  bit,  the  u  of  the  root  fa  is  passed  over,  as  in  fio,  fis, 
fit,  which  is  properly  the  passive  of  yti,  and  corresponds  to  the 
Sanscrit  passive  bhU-y^,  bhA-ya^si,  bhwya-ti,  only  with  active 
terminations  like  the  Prakrit,  which  preserves  the  charac- 
teristic syllable  ya  of  the  Sanscrit  passive  (of  which  we  will 
speak  hereafter),  but  has  replaced  the  middle  terminations  by 
active  ones. 

663.   The  question  may  be  raised,  whether  the  Latin  bo 
is    really   based   on   a   presupposed   Sanscrit  bhuydmi   or 
bhdydmi ;   and  thus,  whether  this  form  existed  at  the  time 
of  the  division  of  languages,  and  if  alone,  or,  together  with 
that,  compounded  with  the  other  root  of  "  to  be,"  on  which 
the  Zend  busySmi,  the  Greek  Kfj/Cnrbi),  the  Lithuanian  bu-sih 
and  the  Irish  bhus,  "  eritr  mentioned   above,  are  founded ; 
or  whether  the  Latin  bo  likewise,  at  an  earlier  period,  was 
combined  with  the  other  auxiliary  verb  ;  whether,  therefore, 
in  an  isolated  state,  a  faro  from  an  earlier  faso,  for  fasio, 
existed,  like  the  Greek  fpu-cia  from  if>iMTiu>f    This  question 
cannot  be  decided  with  certainty;   but  the  latter,  according 
to  which  amabo,  amabis,  &c.,  would  appear  as  contractions 
of  amaburo,  amaburis,  appears  to  me   the  more   probable 
particularly  as  the   forms,  which  are   incumbered   by  the 
composition,  have  most  cause  to  be  weakened.      It  may  be 
observed,  that,  even  without  any  external  occasion  for  being 
weakened,  the  Old  High  Grerman,  in  the  very  same  root, 
contrasts   with   its    plural  birumh,   "we  are"  (==  Sanscrit 
bhavdmaSf  §.  20.),  a  singular  bim  for  birum.      The  Camiolan 
exhibits,  as  we  have  seen  (§.  657.),  together  with  bodem,  "  I 
will  be  "  ("  make  to  be  "),  corresponding  to  the  Sclavonic 
cognate  idioms,  a  contracted  form  bom,  to  which  the  Latin 
bo  approaches  very  closely,  though  with  a  different  kind  of 
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contraction.  The  Anglo-Saxon  beo,  mentioned  above  (also 
beom),  "  I  will  be,''  is  properly  not  a  formal  future,  but  a 
present,  answering  to  our  bin,  Old  High  German  binh  and 
to  the  Sanscrit  bhavdmu  which  is  ]{rincipally  used  with  a 
future  meaning,  while  eom  =  a8mif  Gothic  im,  remains 
devoted  to  the  present.  It  might,  also,  be  disputed 
whether  the  Latin  bo  of  amabo  is  actually  a  future,  for  then 
it  would  be  necessary  to  identify  the  i  of  bis,  bit,  &c.,  with 
the  conjunctive  vowel  a  of  the  Sanscrit  bhatMi-si,  bhav-a-ii, 
and  to  place  it  on  the  same  footing  with  the  i  of  veh-i-s, 
veh-i-tssvah-a^si,  vah-a-ti  (see  §.507.).  Remark  the  obsolete 
subjunctive  Juam,  which  presupposes  a  present  indicative  fuo, 
fui$  (§.  510.).  However,  that  opinion  appears  to  be  most 
probably  the  true  one,  that  bo,  bis,  rest  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple of  formation  with  ero,  eris,  and  that,  therefore,  there 
is  a  reason  why  amabo,  monebo,  have  a  future,  and  not  a 
present  signification.  It  appears  certain,  that  the  third 
and  fourth  conjugations,  did  all  form  their  futures  in 
bo  (conipare  §.  529.) ;  futures  in  am,  however,  are,  according 
to  their  origin,  of  the  subjunctive  mood,*  and  we  shall 
return  to  them  hereafter.  We  have  already  (§.  526.) 
noticed  the  remarkable  coincidence  which  exists  between 
the  Latin  and  the  Irish,  in  the  circumstance  that  the  latter 
combines  all  attributive  verbs  in  the  future  with  the  labial 
root  of  the  verb  substantive.  The  Irish,  however,  is 
superior  to  the  Latin  in  this,  that,  in  the  simple  state 
of  the  verb  substantive,  it  forms  the  future  not  from 
the  root,  which  is,  in  Sanscrit,  as,  but  from  that  whi(*h 
has  the  labial  initial  sound  (see  §.  526:). 

664.  It  remains  to  be  remarked  with  regard  to  the 
Sanscrit  future,  that  the  syllable  syo,  which  proceeds 
from  the  verb  substantive,  is  combined  with  the  root 
either  directly   or   by  means   of  a   conjunctive   vowel   i, 


*  Compare  System  of  Conjugation,  p.  98. 

3  M  2 


892 


VERBS. 


after  the  manner  of  the  third  aorist  formation  (§.  560.),  so 
that  the  s,  through  the  influence  of  this  i,  again  becomes 
sh ;  as  in  tanri-shydmi,  "  extendamS''  Radical  vowels,  capable 
ofGuna,  receive  it;*  hence,  dik-shydmi^ieiK^oi  from  dii, 
"to  shew"";  Uk-shydmi^KeiK-fTit^  from  Wu  "  to  lick^**;  y6lc 
shydmi^ievK-^LH  from  yt^,  "to  combine  ^'  (§.  19.);  bhavH- 
shydmi  from  bhu,  "to  be."  The  Greek  has  Guna  only 
where  the  present,  also,  has  a  Guna  vowel,  as  in  the 
examples  adduced ;  it  contrasts,  however,  \t^a),  ^w-a-oh 
piv-cia,  with  the  Sanscrit  Jxw-i-shydmi  from  /ti,  "  to  cut  off',''* 
bhav-i'shydmi  from  bhu,  "to  be,**^  ksMp-sydmi  from  kship, 
"  to  cast/'  The  Zend,  also,  in  respect  to  the  Guna,  does 
not  agree  exactly  with  the  Sanscrit ;  hence,  busyhnU  "  ero''* 
(§.  665.),  both  in  not  employing  the  Guna,  and  also  in  the 
direct  annexation  of  the  auxiliary  verb,  corresponds  more 
to  the  Greek  ^u-o-o)  and  Lithuanian  bu-9u  than  to  the  San- 
scrit bhav-i-shydmu  We  subjoin  the  full  conjugation  of 
this  future,  and  append  to  it  the  Latin  fac-so,  which  is  veiy 
isolated,  and  which  agrees  with  ^nnrttiy  b^su,  not  only  in 
the  formation,  but  is  also  radically  akin  to  it  (§.  19.). 


SANSCRIT. 


bhav-i'shydmif 

bhav-ishyasi, 

bhav-i'shyati. 


ZEND. 


SINGULAR. 
LITH. 


bu'Sytmif^ 

bd'SyShi, 

bw-sySUi, 


burSUf 
bUrSU 

bus, 

DUAL. 


LATIN. 

fac-so, 

fac-siSf 

faC'Sitf 


bhatyi'shydvas,       bu-siwa, 

bhav-i-shyathaSf  bu-syathd?    bu-sita, 
bhav-i-shyaiasf     bu-syaid,        like  Sing. 


•  ■  ■  . 


... 


GREEK. 


*  Where  Guna  is  prescribed  in  Sanscrit  Grammar  we  are  to  understand 
that  in  the  middle  of  roots  only  short  vowels  receive  Guna  before  simple 
consonants,  but  at  the  end  of  roots  long  vowels  also. 
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SANSCRIT. 


ZEND. 


PLURAL. 
LITH. 


LATIN. 


GREEK. 


bhav'hshydnms,   bu-sydmahi,  bursimef       fac-nmus,   ^v-<rofi€v, 
hhav-i-shyathof    bu-syatha,     bursite,        fac-sitis,      fpiv-aere, 
bhav^'shyardU     bu-syanth      like  Sing,  facsutd.      tpv-aovri. 


1  §.  42.  *  From  iftwrw,  §.  65C. 

mination:  see  §.418. 


'  The  t  is  the  personal  ter- 


On  account  of  the  perfect  agreement  between  ^T^iuAt  dd- 
sydmU  $c5<rcd,  and  the  Lithuanian  c&su  (duo-su),  this  future, 
also,  may  be  here  fully  conjugated,  and  the  Latin  dabo 
subjoined,  as  it  agrees  with  the  Lithuanian  i  and  Sanscrit 
ya9  though  not  in  the  auxiliary  verb,  still  in  respect  to 
the  future  characteristic  i  of  dabis,  &€. 


ACTIVE. 

SINGULAR. 

Scmscrit. 

Crreek,           LUkuanian. 

Latin. 

dd-sydtni, 

Sci-o-o),           dusu, 

da-bo. 

dd-syasif 

Sco-o-eiff,         du'Sh 

da-bis. 

dd'syath 

DUAL. 

da-bit. 

dd'SydvctSf 

du'SiuHif 

.... 

dd-syathaSf 

J(i-<r6Tov,      d&'sUa, 

.... 

dd^syatas. 

icircrerov,      like  Sing. 

PLURAL. 

«... 

dd^sydmas. 

Storcofiev,      du'Hme, 

da-bimus 

dd-syatha. 

5ci-<reTe,        du-site, 

da-biiis. 

dd'Syanti, 

J<S-<roi/T/,      like  Sing. 

da-bunt. 

SINGULAR. 

Sanaerit,  Greek, 

dd-syi,  ii^aoiJiou. 

dd'syasS,  (SuMrea'ou). 

dd-syat^y  Jci-o-erai. 


MIDDLE. 

DUAL. 

Sarucrii.  Greek. 

dd-aydmhi,  iiHy-a-ofieOov. 

dd-syithi,  Jci-o-eo-flov. 

dda-yiti,  Jci-o-eo-flov. 
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MIDDLE. 

PLURAL. 

Sanscrit. 

Chtek. 

dd'sydmahi, 

iuy-aofieOa 

dd'Syadhvi, 

Jci-crecrfle. 

dd'SyarUSf 

Sui-aovrai. 

665.   The   Zend   future    agrees,  in   essentials,   with   the 
Sanscrit,  as   we  have  already  seen   from   the   relation  of 
busySmi   to    bhavishydmi.       Still   this   example   shews   that 
the   Zend,    in    respect   to   the  Guna    and  introduction    of 
a  conjunctive   vowel   i,  does   not  everywhere   keep   pace 
with  the  Sanscrit,  and  in   the  case    before   us   resembles 
more   closely  the  Gh:^ek  <f>v<r<a  and   Lithuanian  busu  than 
ilf^nnin  bhavishydmi.      I  cannot,  however,  adduce  the  form 
busyimi  even   from   the    Zend-Avesta,  but    from  the  fre- 
quently occurring  participle  busyaidem^  "  the  about  to  be  '** 
(Vend.  S.  p.  89) ;    we  may,  with  the  more  certainty,  infer 
busyhni,  busyihi,  &c.,  than  we   can,  in  Greek,  eaofuu  from 
ecro/jLCvoi,  and,    in    Sanscrit,    bhavishydmi   from    bhamshyati. 
The  form  in  imi,  6hi,  6Uij  is  apparent  from  §.  42. ;    for  the 
y  invariably  exerts  an  assimilating  influence  upon  the  A  or 
a,    which   precedes   the   terminations    mi^   hi,   ti*  through 
which  those  vowels  become  i.      That,  however,  the  y  of 
the   future   makes  no   exception  to  this  rule  is  proved,  if 
proof    be    required,    among     other     proofs,    by    that    of 
j^jM^^juo^A)9  vacsySiti  (Vend.  S.  p.  83),  "  he  will  say,"  *  an- 
swering to  the  Sanscrit  vakshyaii  from  vach.      In  the  dual 
and  plural,  the  y  abstains   from  its  assimilating  influence, 
and,  in  the  third   person  plural,  as  generally  before  n«  it 
protects  the  a  following  from  being  weakened    to   ^  ^  as 
occurs  elsewhere. 

666.  The  third  person  dual  would  give  the  ^^oaO,>amo^a»(7 


*  Anquetil  (p.  139),  "  void  ce  que  dU  maintenant.'* 
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vacmyatS,  mentioned  at  §.  464,  Rem.  *  if  it  corresponded  to 
the  Sanscrit  i9T!;nn(  vakshyatas  from  vah,  "  to  carry,"''  "  to 
bear."  I  now,  however,  prefer  regarding  it  as  the  causal  of 
the  Sanscrit  root  vaksK  "  accumularey'*  which  may  perhaps 
also  signify  "  to  grow,"  and  with  which  the  Gothic  root 
VAHS  regularly  agrees ;  whence,  vahsya,  "  I  grow,"  vdA*, 
"  I  grew,"  with  h  for  fc  according  to  a  general  law  for  the 
change  of  sounds.  The  Zend  ucsy^i,  "  I  grow,"  appears 
to  be  a  contraction  of  vacsySmi  (compare  §.  536.  Rem.),  as, 
in  Sanscrit,  such  contractions  occur  only  in  forms  devoid  of 
Guna;  and  from  vach,  "to  speak,"  the  genmd,  indeed, 
is  vktvd,  but  the  infinitive,  which  requires  Guna,  is  not 
uktunh  but  vaktum.  As,  then,  in  the  causal  verb  the 
vowels  capable  of  Guna  receive  it,  it  need  not  surprise 
us  if,  in  Zend,  the  root  vacSf  as  a  verb  of  the  fourth  class, 
to  which  Guna  does  not  belong,  were  contracted  to  uss, 
but,  in  the  causal,  retained  the  full  form  vacs,  as,  in  San- 
scrit, the  root  vyadh  of  the  fourth  class  forms,  in  the 
present,  vidhydmi  for  tyadhydmU  but,  in  the  causal, 
eyddhaydmu 

667.  That  the  Zend,  also,  occasionally  uses  the  conjunctive 
vowel  t  in  its  future  is  proved  by  the  form  j^^as^,)ao^j(^ 
daibim/afiHf  ''they  will  disturb,"  from  the  root  dab,  which 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  dambh,  "  to  deceive,''  and  in  the 
preceding  and  several  other  forms,  which  occur  in  the  Vend. 
S.,  has,  through  the  influence  of  the  i  of  the  following  syllable, 
received  an  t  in  the  root  (§.  41.).  It  is  translated  by  Anque- 
til  in  various  passages  by  affliger  and  blesser.  The  future 
form  mentioned  occurs  Vendidad  Sade,  p.  215,  ^(^  -A^jC^ 
s^j»M^yn5^SMfi  ydi  vdo  daibisyanti,^  "  which  will  disturb  you 
both."  •  Anquetil  renders  this  strangely  enough  "  vous  deux, 
affligez  cetix  qui  me  tiennent  dans  rappresnonJ*  In  another 
passage  (p.  223)  we  find  the  third  person  plural  of  the  future 


*  I  believe  it  is  to  be  written  thus,  instead  of  —H. 
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middle  of  the  same  verb,  viz.  daibisyardi,  which  Anquetil 
likewise  regards  as  the  second  person  imperative,  and  ren- 
ders by  hlessez. 

668.  In  the  Zend  fature  forms  hitherto  considered,  the 
sibilant  of  the  verb  substantive  appears  in  the  form  of  a 
M5  s,  because  it  follows  letters  which,  in  Sanscrit,  according 
to  §.  21.,  require  the  change  of  the  a  into  sh,  for  which,  in 
Zend,  J^)  s  or  t^p  sh  is  regularly  written.    After  such  letters, 
however,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  leave  the  s  unaltered,  an  h  must  be 
expected  in  the  Zend  future,  according  to  §.  53.,  instead  of 
the  sibilant ;  and  this  we  find,  also,  in  the  passive  participle 
zanhyamana,  *'  the  man  about  to  be  born ''  (Vend.  S.,  p.  28), 
from  which  we  may  safely  infer  an  indicative  zanhy^  "  I  am 
about  to  be  bom."      Anquetil,  indeed,  renders  the  words 
A)^9yA)^yA)(As^^^3ui^   A5fis^<MtiA>^juks^  As^^^?Mi  naronmcka  zd- 
tananmcha  zanhyamanananmchot  "  and  to  the  person  bom  and 
about  to  be  bom,"*   by  *'fe»  hommea  qui  nahsefU  et  engen- 
drentr  according  to  which  >a}xs^>a^^^^^  zanhyamana  must 
be  considered  as  a  middle  present  participle;  butitisimpos* 
sible  that  the  root  zarif  =  Sanscrit  W^jan,  can  arrive  at  an 
h  without  thereby  expressing  the  future.     At  most  we  might 
be  in  doubt,  whether  zanhyamana  should  be  regarded  as  of 
the  middle  or  of  the  passive  voice,  as  these  voices  in  the 
general  tenses,  as  also  in  the  special  tenses  of  the  fourth 
islass,  are  not  distinguished  from  each  other.     The  Indian 
.grammarians  take  jdy^,  "  I  am  bom,"  as  a  middle,  so  that 
ya  passes  as  the  characteristic  of  the  fourth  class    (see 
§.  109  ^  2.);  but  as  the  passive,  also,  in  the  special  tenses, 
annexes  the  syllable  ya  and  may  reject  the  n  in  the  root  jan, 
by  which  the  a  is  lengthened,  so  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
us  from  regarding  the  verb  jdy^,  also,  as  a  formal  passive 
on  account  of  its  passive  meaning.     Thus  I  consider  the 
Zend  participle  zanhyamana  as  passive.     As   regards  the 


Compare  Burnoufs  Ya9na,  Note  O.,  p.  71* 
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j  n,  however,  I  do  not  believe  it  to  be  the  transferred  radical 
i  n  of  the  root  ix^  zan,  but  I  assume  that  the  radical  n  is 
dropped,  and  I  explain  the  n  as  euphonic,  as  in  usazayanha, 
"thou  wast  bom""  (§.  56^),  where  the  n  of  the  root  zan  has 
likewise  been  lost  But  if  we  are  to  suppose  that  this  root 
retained  its  nasal  in  the  future,  then  we  should  expect  either 
the  form  ^^y^jjAs^  zanisy^  with  a  conjunctive  vowel,  or 
^:^^^zafUyit  without  the  vowel,  as  the  Sanscrit  sound 
"^^  ans  regularly  makes  its  appearance  in  Zend  in  the  form 
j)^  anh 

669.  From  the  roots  dd,  "to  give,'"  and  dd,  "to  place," 
might,  according  to  §.  56^,  be  expected  the  future  form 
ddonhy^mi :  as,  however,  in  2iend,  sometimes  also  khy  occurs 
as  the  representative  of  the  Sanscrit  sy  (see  p.  280),  we  must 
be  prepared  for  a  form  ddkhyhni ;  and  the  passive  participle  of 
this  we  find  in  Vend.  S.,  p.  89,  where,  in  like  manner,  the  pas- 
sive participle,  uz-ddiananm, "  of  these  held  up,'*  precedes  the 
genitive  plural  of  the  future  participle  uzddkhyamnananm 
(=SsLU.scrituddhdsyamdndndm),**o{  those  about  to  be  held 
up,"  *  as  above  we  have  seen  zdiananm-cha  and  zanhyaman- 
ananm-^haf  "close  together.""  As  we  have,  therefore,  the 
sibilant  of  the  verb  substantive  here  before  us  in  the  shape 
of  a  guttural,  we  will  again  draw  attention  to  what  has  been 
said  above  of  the  probable  origin  of  the  k  of  eJco^ca,  SeitaKOt 
from  a  (§§.  568.  &c.).  As  the  Zend  root  dd,"  to  place,"' 
"lay,"  "make,"t  corresponds  to  the  Greek  ridrifu,  conse- 
quently the  ddkh  of  the  ddkhyamnananmf  which  has  been 
mentioned,  would  be  identical  with  the  Greek  A;ic  of  eOriKo, 
reOriKa. 

670.  As  respects,  however,  the  origin  of  the  exponent  of 


*  With  a  perhaps  erroneous  rejection  of  the  a  of  the  participial  suffix. 
Anquetil's  translation,  also,  ^^qu'il/ant  toujows  tenir  6kvh"  is  evidence 
that  this  may  he  regarded  as  expressing  the  future. 

t  The  corresponding  Sanscrit  dhi  means  also  "  to  hold." 
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the  future,  ya,  with  which  that  of  the  potential  and  precative 
y/l  is  to  be  ranked,  I  am  still  of  the  opinion  already  expressed 
in  my  System  of  Conjugation,  that  these  syllables  proceed 
from  the  root  \{y  "to  wish."  Consequently  the  Greek  opta- 
tive, which  is  founded  on  the  Sanscrit  potential  and  preca- 
tive, would,  according  to  its  signification,  have  its  name  from 
the  same  verb  to  which  it  owes  its  formal  origin.  If  the  con- 
junctive vowel  of  the  first  and  sixth  class  be  added  to  the  root 
^  {,  it  would  make  ya,  according  to  the  same  phonetic  prin- 
ciple by  which  the  root  t,  "  to  go,'*  forms,  in  the  third  person 
plural,  yardi.  From  this  yantu  therefore,  the  termination  of 
ddrs-yanti,  "  they  will  give,"  cannot  be  distinguished.  It 
cannot  be  denied,  too,  that  the  root  t,  "to  go^"  to  which 
Wiillner  (Origin  of  Lingual  Forms*  §§.  46,  47.)  has  betaken 
himself  in  explaining  the  future,  is,  in  respect  of  form,  just 
as  suitable  as  i.  But  the  meaning  "  to  wish,"  "  to  will,"  is 
certainly  more  adapted  to  express  the  future  and  the  opta- 
tive than  that  of  "  to  go."  This  is  also  confirmed  by  the 
use  of  language,  as  several  idioms,  quite  independent  of 
one  another,  have  simply,  through  internal  impulse,  come 
to  the  decision  of  expressing  the  future  by  "  to  will."  It  is 
certain  that  the  New  Grecian  and  Old  High  German  (§•  661.), 
nay,  even  the  various  German  dialects,  have,  in  this  respect, 
borrowed  nothing  from  one  another  nor  imitated  each  other. 
The  Old  Sclavonic,  also,  sometimes  employs  an  auxiliary 
verb,  signifying  *'  to  will,"  to  express  the  future.  It  is  not, 
however,  to  be  overlooked,  that  the  examples  which  Do- 
browsky  (p.  380.)  adduces  from  the  translation  of  the  Bible 
are  all  preceded  by  /xeXXco  in  the  Greek  text;  for  which 
reason,  unless  other  instances  occur  where  this  is  not  the 
case,  we  must  conjecture  that  the  wish  of  keeping  as  close  as 
possible  to  the  Greek  text  must  have  suggested  to  the  Scla- 
vonic translator  his  ;^oaiv  choshchA ;  thus  Luke  xxi  7, 
yegda  chotyat  siya  byti,  orav  /xeWi;  ravra  yeveaOau ;  Matt  xi.  14, 
chotydi  priiii,  6  fxeT^cdv  epx<£(r0at.    Respecting  the  conjectural 
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relationship  of  the  Greek   /kcWo)   with  the  Indian  many^t 
*'  I  think,"  see  p.  889. 

671.  The  Sanscrit  sometimes  uses  its  desiderative  form  to 
denote  the  future,  as  in  the  episode  of  the  Draupadi  mu- 
miir»hu,  **  wishing  to  die,"  occurs  in  the  sense  of  *'  about  to 
die  ;*'  and,  conversely,  in  different  languages,  the  expression 
of  the  future  is  occasionally  used  to  denote  that  of  "  to  will  :*' 
and  the  Latin  forms  its  desideratives  from  the  future  parti- 
ciple in  tirua,  abbreviating  the  u,  and  adding  the  character- 
istic of  the  fourth  conjugation,  the  i  of  which,  however,  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Sanscrit  future  suflBx  ya,  but,  as  has 
been  shewn,  is  founded  on  the  characteristic  of  the  tenth 
class  ayot  which  is  frequently  used  in  Sanscrit  to  form  deno- 
minatives. The  Greek  forms  desideratives  from  the  future 
in  (TO),  or  perhaps  from  the  older  form  in  (rici>;  so  that  in 
forms  like  irapa^oxre/o),  yeKaa-eta),  the  /  would  be  strength- 
ened only  by  an  e,  which  would  give  the  Guna  augment 
These  desideratives,  however,  and  the  future,  may  be  re- 
garded as  cognate  forms,  so  that  both,  independently  of  each 
other,  but  by  a  similar  formation,  would  have  proceeded  from 
the  verbal  theme,  as  there  are  in  Sanscrit  also  desideratives, 
which  have  the  form  .of  the  future  but  have  not  proceeded 
from  it,  but,  following  its  analogy,  have  sprung  from  a 
nominal  base ;  e.  g.  vriaha-aydmh  **  to  desire  the  bull,"  madhv- 
asydmi,  '*  to  ask  for  honey."  In  the  latter  example  the  a  of 
the  root  of  the  verb  substantive  is  perhaps  contained.  But 
usually  in  denominative  desideratives  the  verb  substantive 
is  quite  omitted,  or  has  become  obsolete,  and  they  only  con- 
tain the  syllable  ya,  ue.  the  auxiliary  verb  "to  wish,"  which 
is  characteristic  of  the  future ;  e.g.  pati-ydmit  "  I  wish  for  a 
spouse,**  from  pati,  "  spouse."  It  is  not  improbable  that  the 
desideratives  which  have  been  formed  from  primitive  roots 
by  the  addition  of  a  sibilant,  and  which  are  furnished  with  a 
syllable  of  reduplication,  had  originally  a  y  after  the  sibilant, 
and  therefore,  likewise,  the  root  of  '*  to  wish "  alluded  to ; 
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thus,  e.g.  pipd-sdmi,  "I  wish  to  drink,*^  from  pipd-sydmit 
agreeing  with  pd-sydmh  '*  I  will  drink."  If  this  is  the  case* 
then  pipdsdmi  has  the  same  relation  to  the  pre-supposed 
pipdsydmi  that  the  Greek  iu^Knat  from  Saxr/a>,  has  to  the 
Sanscrit  ddsydmi.  The  root  being  burthened  with  the  redu- 
plication mighty  perhaps,  produce  a  weakening  in  the  final 
portion  of  the  word,  similar  to  that  through  which  the  redu- 
plicated verbs  in  the  third  person  plural  have  lost  the  nasal 
belonging  to  this  person;  and  bibhrati  ''they  carry,"  is 
said  for  bibhranfi  (§.  459.)-  We  shall  recur  hereafter  to  the 
desideratives. 

FORMATION  OF  THE  MOODS. 

POTFNTIAL,  OPTATIVE,  AND  SUBJUNCTIVE. 

672.  The  Sanscrit  potential,  which,  with  several  peculia- 
rities of  use,  combines  in  itself  the  Greek  subjunctive  and 
optative,  but  in  form  adheres  to  the  latter,  is,  in  that  conju- 
gation which  corresponds  to  the  Greek  in  fit,  formed  by  the 
syllable  yd,  which  is  prefixed  to  the  personal  terminations. 
The  class  peculiarities  are  retained ;  e.g.  vidydm  "  tcianh^  from 
vid,  class  2  ;  bibhriydm  **feram*''  from  bhrU  class  3  ;  strinuydm^ 
**  stemamr  from  strU  class  5  ;  sydm  for  asydm  '*  simT'  from  as, 
class  2.  We  easily  recognise  the  modal  exponent  yd  in  the 
Greek  iij,  in  which  the  semi-vowel  has  become  a  vowel, 
according  to  the  Grreek  system  of  sounds;  the  i,  however, 
always  forms  a  diphthong  with  the  preceding  radical  vowel, 
as  there  are  no  present  forms  like  eSfu  (Sanscrit  adnUf  Lithu- 
anian edmi)f  and  therefore  no  optatives  also  like  kilijVf  which 
would  resemble  the  Sanscrit  adydm.  But  SiSoij^v  corresponds 
tolerably  well  to  the  Sanscrit  dadydtn,  especially  if  its  radical 
vowel  is  restored,  which,  through  a  particular  irregularity,  it 
has  lost  According  to  rule,  daddydm  would  correspond  to 
the  Greek  Stioirfv ;  but  the  root  dd,  under  the  retro-active 
influence  of  the  heavy  personal  terminations  and  of  the 
modal  characteristic  under  discussion,  suppresses  its  radical 
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vowel  according  to  the  same  principle  by  which  the  Greek  verb 
shortens  its  ta;  thus  dadydm=^iiioitiv,  as  dcuUnas^^iliofiev 
(see  §.  481.  Table).  The  Sanscrit  root  as,  "  to  be/'  loses,  by 
a  special  anomaly  (which  is,  nevertheless,  founded  op  the  law 
of  gravity,  which  acts  with  such  astonishing  consequences), 
its  initial  a  in  those  places  where  dd  drops  its  final  vowel ; 
hence  sydm,  "  I  may  be,'*  answering  to  the  Greek  en;i/,  be- 
cause <r  between  two  vowels  Very  easily  admits  of  being 
dislodged,  but  the  root  E2  firmly  protects  its  vowel ;  hence, 
also,  in  the  present  indicative,  hrfxev,  eore,  are  more  full  than 
the^Sanscrit  cognate  forms  smas,  **  we  are,"  BiJuit  "  ye  are/' 

673.  The  agreement  of  the  Greek  and  Sanscrit  is  very 
remarkable  in  this  point,  that  both  languages  have,  in  the 
middle,  entirely  lost  the  long  vowel  of  the  modal  exponent 
ydf  iff;  hence,  }i$o?to,  iiioifieOa,  for  Stioiffro,  iiSonjfieOOf  as 
in  Sanscrit  dadila,  dadtmaJd,  for  dadydta,  dadydmahi.  The 
cause  clearly  lies  in  the  weightier  personal  terminations  of 
the  middle ;  but  I  would  not  maintain,  that  the  wound  in- 
flicted by  them,  in  both  languages,  in  one  and  the  same  place, 
on  the  preceding  modal  exponent  took  place  so  early  as  the 
period  when  Greek  and  Sanscrit  were  still  one.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  form-weakening  retro-active  influence  of  the 
weight  of  the  personal  terminations  must,  however,  have 
existed  at  that  time ;  and  several  circumstances  in  our  Euro- 
pean circle  of  languages  point  to  this»  that  at  the  time  of  the 
identity  of  the  languages,  which  are  now  separated,  several 
convulsions  took  place  in  the  organization  of  each  family  of 
languages.  In  the  preceding  case,  however,  the  Greek 
iiidiTo  by  its  accent  shews  itself  to  be  a  comparatively  recent 
contraction ;  for  if  the  rejection  of  the  rj  was  primitive,  and 
had  taken  place  before  the  separation  of  languages,  iiSom 
would  be  accented  like  Ti^otro.  The  Greek  shews  itself, 
too,  in  the  suppression  of  the  rj,  independent  of  the  Sanscrit, 
in  this,  that  it  admits  this  vowel  in  the  two  plural  numbers 
of  the  active,  and  for  itioitifiev  also  itioifiev,  while  the  San- 
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scrit  together  with  dadydma  has  DOt  a  form  dadima,  but  both 
in  this  and  in  all  verbs  of  the  second  conjugation  the  modal 
syllable  yd  is  left  unweakened  in  both  the  plural  numbers  of 
the  active  voice,  although  in  other  respects  these  two  num- 
bers follow  the  analogy  of  the  middle,  as  their  terminations 
are  heavier  than  those  of  the  singular. 

674.  The  Latin  subjunctive  coincides  in  form  with  the 
Greek  optative  and  Sanscrit  potential.  Its  agreement 
with  the  former  might  have  been  perceived,  without  the 
intervention  of  the  Sanscrit,  from  sim,  velim,  edif/h  and 
duimt  the  modal  i  of  which  coincides  with  the  Greek  i  of 
iiSoltjv.  But  these  Latin  forms  resemble  the  Sanscrit  still 
more  closely  than  the  Greek ;  for  instance,  etUm  answers 
admirably  to  the  Sanscrit  adydm,  the  yd  of  which,  in  the 
middle,  if  ad  were  used  in  that  voice,  must  be  contracted 
to  i,  so  that  adi-mahi  would  correspond  to  the  Latin 
edimtts.  Thus  sim,  for  sim,  answers  to  sydm,  and  stmvs  still 
more  exactly  to  the  middle  sitnahi.  The  obsolete  form 
sierrif  sieSf  siet,  corresponding  to  the  Sanscrit  sydm^  syds, 
sydt,  is  so  far  a  grammatical  jewel,  that  the  full  modal 
characteristic  in  yd,  Greek  iff,  is  contained  in  it,  and  it 
may  thence  be  inferred,  that  edimt  also,  8cc.,  was  preceded 
by  an  older  ediem,  edies,  ediet  =  adydm,  adyds,  adydt,  and 
velim,  duim,  &c.,  by  a  more  full  veliem,  duyem  (from  dayem). 
The  more  weighty  terminations  of  the  plural  have,  by 
their  retro-active  shortening  influence,  effected  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  €  before  them  earlier  than  before  the  more 
light  terminations  of  the  singular.  It  may,  however,  be 
reasonably  assumed,  that  the  forms  8i6mtAS,  sittis,  9ient  = 
sydma,  sydJta,  sytM  (from  sydnf),  have  existed  in  some  other 
more  early  epoch  of  the  language ;  and  to  them,  stlmus, 
&c.,  has  the  same  relation  that,  in  Greek,  the  abbreviated 
iticlifiev  has  to  hSotrjixev. 

675.  The  German,  in  which  the  subjunctive  is  likewise 
based  on  the  Sanscrit  potential  and  Greek  optative,  forms 
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the  preterite  of  this  mood  according  to  the  principle  of 
the  Sanscrit  second  conjugation  of  the  second,  third,  and 
seventh  class,  and  of  the  Greek  conjugation  in  /x/,  i.e.  by 
attaching  the  modal  element  to  the  root  direct ;  and,  in 
fact,  in  Gothic,  the  first  person  in  yau  resembles  very 
strikingly  the  Sanscrit  ydm,  only  that  the  d  has  been 
shortened,  and  the  m  vocalized  to  u  (§.  432.).  Compare, 
after  removing  what  belongs  to  the  relation  of  time,  ityctUs 
"  I  ate,"  with  the  Sanscrit  adydm,  "  I  may  eat."  In  the 
other  persons,  the  Gothic  follows  the  analogy  of  the  San* 
sent  and  Greek  middle  ;  i.e.  in  suppressing  the  a  of  ya, 
while  the  y,  as  in  Sanscrit,  becomes  long  £  for  which,  in 
Gothic,  ei  is  written ;  hence,  it-ei-mot  Old  High  German 
dzimisf  resembles  the  Sanscrit  ad-i-mahi  and  Latin  ed-^- 
mus ;  U'et-tht  Old  High  German  dzit,  the  Sanscrit  adri" 
dhvanh  and  Latin  ed-i-tis ;  in  the  second  person  singular, 
H-ei'S  (U-i's)  is  almost  identical  with  the  Latin  edri-^.  In  the 
third  person,  however,  the  personal  sign  has  been  lost  (§.  432.), 
and  in  consequence  of  this  loss  the  long  t  sound,  which  comes 
to  stand  at  the  end,  is  shortened ;  thus  iti  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  adita  and  Latin  edit, 

676.  It  scarcely  requires  to  be  remarked,  that  I  do  not 
understand  the  resemblance  between  the  Gothic  H-ei-ma  and 
Sanscrit  ad-i-mahi,  as  though  the  Gothic  subjunctive  pre- 
terite, with  exception  of  the  first  person  singular,  was  really 
referable  to  the  Sanscrit  middle ;  the  contraction  of  ya  to 
eisszi  IB  rather  a  pure  Gothicism,  which  was  probably  pre- 
ceded by  a  weakening  of  ya  to  yi,  according  to  the  principle 


*  /to,  "I  eat,"  from  the  root  a/,  is  so  fiir  the  most  remarkahle  rerb  of 
its  class,  because  itumy  ^*  we  ate"  (for  Stum  from  a-iztunij  Old  High  Ger- 
man dsmmis),  contains  a  reduplication  without  having  experienced  abbre- 
viation like  iStum  and  similar  forms  (§.  605.)*  The  Old  High  German 
dtntmU  corresponds  almost  exactly  to  the  Sanscrit  reduplicated  dd-i-ma 
from  flMMftma. 
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by  which  nominal  bases  in  ya  exhibit  in  the  nominative 
singular  yi-«  for  ya-s^  in  case  this  syllable  is  preceded  by 
only  one  syllable,  and,  in  £act,  a  short  one.  But  if  a  vowel 
long  by  nature  or  by  position,  or  more  than  one  syllable 
precedes,  the  syllable  ya  is  not  only  weakened  to  yu  but  is 
contracted  to  long  i  (ei),  and  at  the  end  of  a  word  to  short  i ; 
hence,  andeis  "end,"  for  andyis  from  andyas,  accusative 
andi  for  andya.  Before  a  final  nasal  or  ns  the  syllable  ya 
remains  in  its  original  state ;  hence,  in  the  dative  plural. 
andya-m^  accusative  andya-ns.  On  the  same  phonetic  law  is 
based  the  phenomenon  that  the  u  of  the  first  person  singular 
of  our  modal-form,  which  has  arisen  from  m,  has  preserved 
the  syllable  ya  in  its  complete  form ;  and  hence,  ityau  from 
Hyam,  "I  ate,"  may  be  compared  with  the  dative  plural 
andyam  ;  Heis,  "  thou  atest,'^  with  the  nominative  and  genitive 
singular  andeis  ;  and  the  third  person  singular  ^/f,  which  ter- 
minates with  short  i,  with  the  accusative  andu 

677.  In  Old  Sclavonic  there  are  some  remains  of  the 
Greek  conjugation  in  fi/,  or  the  Sanscrit  second  conjugation. 
These  have  preserved  the  personal  termination  in  the  first 
person  singular  of  the  present,  and  in  the  imperative  (which 
I  believe  I  must  in  its  formation  identify  with  the  Sanscrit- 
Zend  potential,  the  Latin-German  subjunctive,  and  Greek 
optative)  annex  the  exponent  of  the  modal  relation  direct  to 
the  root  The  modal  characteristic,  however,  has  preserved 
only  the  semi-vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  y&,  and  as  in  the  second 
person  singular  the  s  of  yds,  since  from  the  oldest  period  it  has 
stood  at  the  end,  must,  according  to  a  universal  law  of  sound, 
disappear,  so  iA:^Ab  yashdy  (euphonic  for  yady),  "  eat,"**  cor- 
responds to  the  Sanscrit  adyds,  "  thou  mayest  eat,"  and  Latin 
edis;  B:b;RAb  vyeshdy  (for  vyedy)  "know,"  to  the  Sanscrit 
vidyds  ;  and  A^^kAb  dashdy  (for  dady),  "  give,"  to  the  Greek 
iiioiff£,  and  still  more  to  the  Sanscrit  dadyds,  since,  like  it, 
it  has  lost  the  radical  vowel.  The  Sclavonic  forms  which 
have  been  cited  pass  also  as  third  persons ;   for  ivn^  yds  and 
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imr  yil  cannot  be  distinguished  in  Sclavonic,  because  the 
rule  for  the  extirpation  of  final  consonants  has  spared  the  t 
as  little  as  the  «,  while  the  Greek  admits  the  2  at  the  end, 
there  alst>»  where,  in  the  lingual  epoch  preceding  that  of  the 
Greek,  it  stood  as  the  last  pillar  of  the  word ;  and  thus  iiSotrf^ 
can  be  distinguished  from  Siiottf,  which  is  deprived  of  the 
personal  sign. 

678.  In    the    first    person  plural,   A2kAbMbi   yaghdymj/, 
B^^kAbMbi  vyeshdymy,    AAikAbMbi    dashdymy,    answer    to 

WVISfH^  adydmas,  edimus,  0WW4)^  vidydmaSf   ^[VIH^  dadydmasy 
iiio7fieVf   ditimus;    and    in    the   second,   DiskAbre   yashdyte, 

Bl^skAbTS  vyeshdytCf    AAskAbTE    daskdyfe,    to    WB[Tn  adydta^ 
editist  franr  vidydtOf  ^mi  dadydta,   itSoiret  duitis.    The  se- 
cond person  plural  represents,  in  the  Old  Sclavonic  impera- 
tive, also  the  third  person ;  a  misuse  which  may  have  been 
favoured  by  the  fact,  that  in  the  singular  the  third  person  is 
not  distinguished  from  the  second,  from  reasons  connected 
with  the  law  of  sounds ;  and  in  the  dual,  also,  the  terminations 
nw  tarOf  in<^  tdm,  for  which  the  Greek  uses  rov,  rfjv,  have 
both  become  to;  for  though  the  Sclavonic  a  generally  repre- 
sents the  long  Sanscrit  d,  still  it  sometimes  stands  for  the 
short  a  also;  and  therefore  ta  has  as  good  a  foundation  in  the 
second  person  dual  as  in  the  third ;  but  through  the  else- 
where very  conunon  corruption  of  a  to  e  the  dual  second 
person  has  become  like  that  of  the  plural.     For  the  rest,  the 
second  person  is  most  used  in  the  imperative,  and  this  may 
have  been  an  additional  cause  why,  in  the  plural,  the  third  per- 
son has  been  entirely  removed  from  lingual  existence,  which 
is  therefore  less  surprising  than  that,  in  Old  and  Anglo- 
Saxon,  the  second  person  plural  should  represent  the  other 
two  in  the  present  indicative  also.     But  if,  in  the  Old  Scla- 
vonic imperative,  the  genuine  third  person  plural  had  re- 
mained in  use,  it  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  the  same  as  the 
second  and  third  of  the  singular;  for  the  final  consonant 

sounds  of  the  Greek-Zend  ev,  dnn,  or  en,  and  Latin  n^  would 

3n 
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have  given  way,  and  as  the  vowel  of  the  modal  expression 
yd  has,  in  general,  disappeared,  only  dashdy  could  have  cor- 
responded to  the  Zend  dcudhyann,  Greek  iiioievt  and  Old 
Latin  duint.  This  apparent  identity  with  two  persons  of  the 
singular  might  have  accorded  less  with  the  language  than 
the  actual  exchange  for  one  of  the  same  number. 

679.  I    refer,   also,    the    Lithuanian  imperative,  in  its 
prigin,    to  '  the     department    of    the     mood     here     dis- 
cussed ;  for  in  all  verbs,  without  exception,  the  vowel  i  is 
its  characteristic,  which  admits  of  no  other  comparison 
than  with  the  Sclavonic  y,  just   mentioned,  the   Greek  t  of 
of  all  optatives,  the  Latin  i  of  sim,  etUnh  veUm,  dmntt  and 
the  Sanscrit-Zend  yd,  or  t     The  Lithuanian   imperative, 
however,  gains  a  peculiar  appearance,  and  one  estranged 
from  the  corresponding  sound  of  the  cognate  languages,  in 
that  it  conceals  the  true  exponent  of  the  modal   relation 
behind  a  k,  which  is  always  prefixed  to  the  i ;  only  that,  if 
the  root   itself  ends  with  k  for  two  it's  only  one  is  used. 
As  in  the  second  person  singular,  in  which  the  i  ought  to 
conclude  the  form,  this  final  vowel  is  generally  suppressed, 
but  the  jt  is  extended  to  all  persons  of  the  imperative,  with 
the  exception  of  the  third,  of  which  hereafter,  we  may  be 
easily  tempted  to  regard  this   k  as  the  true  imperative 
sufiix,  and  thus  quite   disengage  the  Lithuanian  in  this 
mood    from   its   otherwise    close    union  with    the    other 
cognate  languages.      From  the  root  bti,  '*  to  be,''  proceed 
the  forms  buku  or  6ufc,  "  be,"  bukUe,  "  be  ye,"  hiikime,  "  let 
us  be,"  buktwa,  "  let  us  two  be,"  bukitof  "  let  them  two  be." 
So  dukif  or  duk,   "  give  thou,"  dukUe,  "  give  ye,"  &c.      In 
most  cases   it  happens,  that  the  k  appears  between  two 
vowels :    for,  in  the  preceding  examples,  the  root,  and  in 
Mielke's  three  last  conjugations,  the  class  syllable,  corre- 
sponding to  the  Sanscrit  aya  (§.  506.),  end  with  a  vowel : 
and  as  the  verb  mku,  **  I  turn,"  given   as  example  of  the 
first  conjugation,  on  account  of  the  A-,  which  terminates 
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the  root,  abstains  from  the  affix  under  discussion,  Mielke's 
Grammar,  therefore,  is  utterly  deficient  in  an  instance 
exhibiting  the  combination  of  the  k  of  the  imperative  with 
a  consonant.  But  Ruhig  gives,  from  laupsinUf  **  I  praise,"" 
the  imperative  laupsitdc  (kmpsinki),  and,  according  to 
Mielke^s  rule,  given  at  p.  78,  we  must  expect  from  infini- 
tives like  rcu-iif  **  to  find "'  (euphonic  for  rad-ti),  imperatives 
like  rca-lcf  or  toi-kiy  since  a  k  should  take  the  place  of  the 
infinitive  suffix. 

680.  As  respects  the  origin  of  the  jt,  which  is  peculiar 
to  the  Lithuanian  imperative,  it  is  probably,  as  has  been 
already  observed,  a  corruption  of  the  9  of  the  verb  sub- 
stantive, and  consequently  dSikif  ''give  thou,"'  is  doubly 
related  to  the  Old  Sclavonic  dach^  "  I  gave,""  and  to  the 
Greek  eicuKOf  ieitaxa  (see  §§.  568.  569.),  as  also  to  the  Zend 
j^sn^^^j^  ddkhyhnu  "  I  will  give  ""( =  Sanscrit  ddsydmi), 
which  I  am  unable  to  quote,  but  I  believe  I  may  safely 
deduce  it  from  the  above  mentioned  participle  of  the  root 
ddf  "  to  lay,""  which  has  the  same  sound  with  dd  "to  give "" 
(see  §.669.).  The  same  relation  that  the  Zend  future 
ddkhyhii  has  to  the  Sanscrit  ddsydmi  is  held,  as  respects 
the  employing  a  guttural  instead  of  an  original  sibilant,  by 
the  Lithuanian  duki  to  the  Sanscrit  precative  middle  dAsiya. 
In  the  dual,  the  Lithuanian  duMwa  answers  to  the  Sanscrit 
ddsivahi,  and,  in  the  plural,  dukime  to  ddsimahi.  The  San- 
scrit precative  is,  however,  in  fact,  nothing  else  than  a 
modification  of  the  potential,  and  has,  in  essentials,  the 
same  relation  to  it  that  the  Greek  aorist  optative  has  to 
the  present  optative ;  Le,  the  class  differences  are  removed. 
Compare  diyds,  diydt  for  ddy&s,  ddydt ;  Zend  ddydo^  ddydl, 
with  ioiff^f  ioitf.     In  all  the  other  persons,  the  Sanscrit  adds 


*  A  radical  d  passes  into  /,  in  most  roots,  through  the  assimilating  in- 
fluence of  the  y  following,  but  not  in  Zend. 
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an  $,  ue.  the  verb  substantive,  to  the  modal  exponent  yd*  and 
thus  (i^yd^am  resembles  the  Greek  third  person  plural  iohjaccv. 
This  dissimilar  introduction  of  the  verb  substantive  may 
be  regarded  as  a  phenomenon,  which  first  made  its  appear- 
ance after  the  separation  of  the  languages;  for  which 
reason  the  Zend,  though  it  continued  with  the  Sanscrit 
much  longer  than  the  European  cognate  idioms,  does  not 
share  in  it,  and  in  the  plural  contrasts  as^juu^^jm^  ddydmot 
xi^Ai^yjM^  ddyatOf  /^^^J>^  dAyannii  with  the  Greek  iotijpiev, 
Solrire,  ioTev,  and  Sanscrit  diydsma,  diy&stch  diydsus.  In 
the  first  person  singular  I  find  ^^^^^  dyanm  (probably 
erroneously  for  ddyanm)  in  a  passage  already  cited  with  a 
different  object  (see  p.  277),  a  form  in  good  analogy  with 
the  Greek  ioitiVf  for  which  in  Sanscrit  dtyAmnu 

681.  In  the  middle,  the  Sanscrit,  in  the  precative,  com- 
mits to  the  verb  substantive  the  function  of  denoting  the 
modal  relation,  exactly  as,  in  the  future  of  the  two  active 
forms,  the  relation  of  time.  As,  therefore,  in  dd-sydmi 
daboi  the  last  portion  is  the  future  of  the  verb  substantive, 
so  in  dA'si-ya^  "  I  may  give,'"  its  precative  or  potential 
aorist  is  contained,  and  the  Lithuanian  du-ki,  "give*^ 
(without  any  personal  termination),  is  rightly  analogous 
to  ddsif  the  sibilant  being  hardened  to  k,  which  alone  dis- 
tinguishes the  imperative  from  the  future.  Compare 
d&^kUe,  *'  give  ye,"  with  d&-sitet  "  ye  will  give.**'  In  spite, 
however,  of  the  great  agreement  between  du-iti  and  dd-si, 
it  is  still  requisite  to  assume  that  the  Lithuanian  has 
brought  with  it  from  its  Asiatic  place  of  origin  the  pre- 
ceding form  of  its  imperative,  and  that  dSfki-te,  "  give  ye,** 
is  the  transmission  of  the  Sanscrit  dd-si-dhiximt  detiSf  with 
the  substitution  only  of  an  active  personal  termination  for 
a  middle  one ;    but  the  very  natural  accession  of  the  verb 


*  Compaie  Bumouf 's  Ya^na,  Note,  pp.  cl.  clii. 

t  The  yiaa  euphonic  insertioii,  and  a,  for  ma,  the  termination. 
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substantive  may  be  admitted  in  both  languages  indepen- 
dently of  one  another.  The  firm  adherence  to  the  ancient 
modal  character,  the  original  y&  of  which  has  been  con- 
tracted in  the  Sanscrit  middle,  precative,  and  potential,  to 
it  in  the  Lithuanian  imperfect  to  i,  has,  in  the  preceding 
case,  effected  a  surprising  similarity  in  the  languages, 
which  have  been  from  time  immemorial  distinct,  and  sub- 
ject to  their  own  separate  destiny.  The  conjecture,  how- 
ever, that  the  k  of  the  Lithuanian  imperfect  has  arisen 
from  9,  is  supported  by  the  Old  Prussian,  which  is  most 
intimately  connected  with  the  Lithuanian,  and  which  fur- 
nishes us  with  an  optative  or  subjunctive,  in  which  s  is 
contrasted  with  the  Lithuanian  A*;  at  least,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  forms  like  c2a-se,  "  he  may  give,"  galb-se,  *'  he 
may  help,"*^  bau-sct  **  he  may  be,"  bouseu  **  they  may  be," 
iussi-se,  "  he  may  be  silent "  (Sanscrit  tushnim,  "  still," 
"  silent  ")^  are  to  be  looked  upon  as  cognate  forms  of  the 
Lithuanian  imperative  and  Sanscrit  precative ;  and  thus 
da-se  (without  a  personal  termination,  like  the  Greek  iotfj) 
may  be  contrasted  with  the  Sanscrit  ddrsi^BhiOf  **  he  may 
give," 

682.  In  support  of  my  assertion  that  the  Lithuanian 
imperative  is  based  on  the  Sanscrit  precative,  not  on  the 
potential,  may  be  specially  adduced  the  circumstance  that, 
in  the  latter  case,  in  those  verbs  which  correspond  to  the 
Sanscrit  first  class,  it  would  necessarily  retain  the  vowel 
inserted  between  the  root  and  the  personal  termination ; 
e.g.  the  inserted  a  o{  wez-a-mS,  "we  carry,"  wrz-a-te,  "ye 
carry,"  would  not  be  lost,  but  most  probably  we  should 
have  in  their  place  wez-ai-me^  wez-ai-te,  which  would  be 
analogous  to  the  Gothic  vig-ai-mOf  vig-ai-th,  to  the  Greek 
ex'OffieVf  e^^i-re,   and   Sanscrit   vahrA-mot  vah'i4a    (from 


«  See  Vater's  Language  of  the  Old  Prussians,  pp.  104  and  107. 
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vahaima,  vahaiia).  But  according  to  the  view  just 
developed,  wefz^ki-mef  wrfz-ki-te,  is  founded,  not  on  vah-^-ma^ 
vah-i-ta,  but  on  vak'shi-mahif  vak'shi-dhvamy  apart  from 
the  middle  terminations.  The  Lettish,  however,  in  its 
imperatives,  has  retained,  of  the  two  modifications  of  the 
Sanscrit  mood  under  discussion,  the  first,  ue,  the  form 
called  potential,  corresponding  to  the  Greek  optative 
present ;  and,  in  the  second  person  plural,  always  uses  cd 
or  ee  in  the  place  of  the  indicative  a  ;  and  thus  darrait* 
**  do  ye  ''  (faciaiis),  corresponds,  in  its  relation  to  darrait 
"  ye  do,"*  admirably  to  the  Gothic  subjunctives  like 
lis-ai-tSi  "  ye  two  may  read,"  as  contrasted  with  the  in- 
dicative lis^'ts.  I  give  the  dual,  as  this  has  the  ad- 
vantage of  having,  in  the  indicative,  retained  the  old  a  in 
its  original  form ;  while  in  the  plural  UsUk^  as  in  general 
before  a  final  ih,  that  letter  has  become  L  The  two  twin 
sisters,  therefore,  the  Lithuanian  and  Lettish,  complete 
one  another^s  deficiencies  in  the  imperative  admirably,  since 
the  one  supplies  us  with  the  Sanscrit  potential,  and  the 
other  with  its  aorist  form,  or  the  precative,  and,  in  fiact,  fur- 
nishes us  with  the  same  method  of  formation  (which  is 
the  more  important)  that  is  to  be  assigned  peculiarly  to 
the  middle,  and  does  not  occur  elsewhere  in  any  other 
European   cognate   idiom;   while,  as  has   been   said,  the 


*  Though  the  form  in  ait  or  eet  occara  in  the  mdicative  alao^  still  here 
iliat  in  at  i&  the  prevailing  and  general  one :  in  the  imperative,  however, 
that  in  eet  or  ait  la  tlie  only  one,  and  therefore  characteristic  of  the  mood. 
The  true  pronunciation  of  the  Lettish  diphthong  ee  is  hard  to  be  perceived 
from  the  description  given  by  Rosenberger,  p.  G :  it  is  sufficient,  however, 
for  our  purpose  here,  that  this  diphthong  is  etymol(^ically  only  a  coirap- 
tion  of  at,  and,  like  this,  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  i  (=a  +  »)9  ^  ui 
deewsy  "  God,"  =  ^^<i^i;a-«,  from  fir^  dlv^  "  to  shine  ";  cef,  "  he  goes," 

=T^  ^ti^  from  ^  t ;  smee-t,  '^  to  laugh,*'  in  the  root  answers  to  the  San- 
scrit «mi,  whence  by  Guna,  through  insertion  of  an  o,  smi. 
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* 

active  process  of  formation  in  the  Greek  second  aorist 
optative  is  reflected,  where,  in  the  third  person  plural, 
ioifia-av  is  contrasted  with  the  Sanscrit  dSyd;iU8  for  ddydsanf, 
and  io7ev  with  the  Zend  l^^^y^s^  ddyann. 

683.  The  second  person  singular  of  the  Lettish  imperative 
is  always  identical  with  the  corresponding  person  of  the  indi* 
cative,  and  here  requires  no  further  discussion ;  and  thus, 
that  which  in  Lithuanian,  was  adduced  as  the  third  person 
imperative,  is  nothing  else  than  the  third  person  of  the 
indicative  present,  which  receives  its  modal  function,  cor- 
responding more  with  the  subjunctive  than  the  im- 
perative, by  the  prefix  of  the  conjunction  te.  There  are, 
however,  some  anomalous  verbs,  which  have  a  form  dif- 
fering from  the  indicative,  and  this  is  in  reality  an  un- 
mistakeable  brother  of  the  Sanscrit  potential  of  the  second 
conjugation,  or  of  the  Greek  optative  present  of  the  conju- 
gation in  fu.  The  personal  character  has  (as  usually 
happens  in  all  tenses  of  the  indicative)  been  dropped ; 
and  thus  ie  corresponds  to  the  Greek  197,  Latin  let  from 
8iet,  and  the  Sanscrit-Zend  ydt,  ydt  For  example^  essie 
corresponds  to  the  Greek  efi;  (from  Ic/i;),  to  the  Latin  sieU 
and  Sanscrit  sydi^  but  exceeds  the  Latin  and  Sanscrit  in 
preserving  the  radical  vowel  (as  in  esme^  contrasted  with 
«-f?uu,  «umu«)f  and  the  Greek  en;,  in  retaining  the  consonant 
of  the  root,  which  is,  however,  doubled,  as  occurs  in 
Lettbh,  also,  in  several  persons  of  the  indicative;  e.^.  in 
eisanif  "  we  are,"  es9aij  "  ye  are." 

684.  The  Lithuanian  dMye,  '*  he  may  give,"  answers 
to  the  Greek  iiiottj,  Sanscrit  dadydt,  and  Zend  daidhydt. 
The  agreement  with  the  two  last  forms,  however,  is  the 
greater,  as  the  radical  vowel  is  lost  in  the  base  itself; 
thus  dvrdie  for  d&duye,  as  in  Sanscrit  da-dydt  for  daddydtf 
and  in  Zend  daidhy&t  for  dadhdydt.  The  relation  of  dudie 
to  the  other  imreduplicated  persons  of  the  imperative, 
as  d&kif  d&kime,  &c.,  is  exactly  that  of  the  potential  in 
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Sanscrit  and  Zend  to  the  precative,  and  in  Greek  that  of  the 
present  optative  to  the  aorist  of  that  mood  ;  thus,  as 
^WT^  dadydi  is  related  to  ^^n?^  di-ydt  (for  dAydt^  middle 
d(}rsish(a)f  or  as  in  Zend  MMiWt^jMA  daidhydt  to  mjui^^am^ 
ddydi,  and  in  Greek  Stiotri  to  $0/17,  so  is  dSuUe,  "  he  may 
give/**  to  d&ki,  "  give/'  In  this  lies  a  new,  and,  in  fieu^ 
very  strong  proof,  that  the  Lithuanian  imperative  in  the 
third  person  of  anomalous  verbs  belongs  to  the  potential 
or  optative  present,  but  in  the  other  persons  to  the  preca- 
tive or  optative  aorist ;  and  that  the  k  of  d&ki  is  identical 
with  the  K  of  eStaKa  and  the  8  of  ddsiya.  It  is  proper 
here  to  recall  attention  to  the  division  of  the  Sanscrit 
tenses  and  moods  into  special  and  general.  The  latter,  to 
which  belongs  the  precative,  as,  in  Greek,  the  aorist,  have 
the  class-sign  removed,  which,  in  daddmu  itSiafu,  and  the 
Lithuanian  dMut  consists  in  the  reduplication  :  this,  there- 
fore, is  wanting  in  diydsam,  dd-siyOf  Sottjv,  dukif  according 
to  the  same  principle  by  which  the  verb  under  discussion 
forms,  in  the  three  languages,  the  future  dd-sydm,  ^cS-o-o), 
dti'su.  The  Lithuanian  root  bu,  ^'  to  be  "  (= Sanscrit  UiuX 
in  consonance  with  this  principle,  forms,  in  the  plural  of 
the  future,  biirsi-me,  and  in  that  of  the  imperative,  burki-me; 
with  which  latter  we  would  compare  the  corresponding 
Sanscrit  precative  form  bhav-i-shi-mahi :  on  the  other 
hand,  butva-ii,  '*l  was,'"  belongs  to  the  special  theme 
abhxwam  (§.  622).  With  regard,  however,  to  Mielke's 
second,  third,  and  fourth  conjugations  preserving  the  class 
character  in  the  imperative,  this  proceeds  from  their  be- 
longing to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class,  which  extends  its  ay 
also  to  the  general  tenses ;  and  from  ^it  ckuT»  *'  to 
steal,""  the  precative  middle  is  ^ipliflil  chdr-ayi-shiya, 
plural  chdr^ayi'shimahi.  The  i  of  ayi  is  a  conjunctive 
vowel,  which  in  other  classes,  also  frequently  enters  be- 
tween the  attributive  root  and  the  verb  substantive.  After 
rejecting  this  conjunctive  vowel,  ay  would  be  of  necessity 
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contracted  to  A  and  then  chdr-i-shivahu  chor-i'shimahi 
would  be  identical  with  Lithuanian  forms  like  pen-e-kiwa, 
"  let  us  two  nourish,"'  pen-^-kime,  "  let  us  nourish/"  as 
regards  the  class^syllable. 

685.  The  Lithuanian  offers,  beside  the  imperative,  another 
mood,  which  we  must  bring  into  comparison  with  the 
Sanscrit  precative; — I  mean  the  subjunctive,  which  has 
only  an  imperfect  to  exhibit,  which  we  append  in  full 
from  the  root  du,  "to  give,""  with  the  addition  of  the 
corresponding  form  of  the  Lettish,  which  is  requisite  in 
this  place,  in  order  to  understand  the  Lithuanian. 

SINGULAR.  PLURAL.  DUAL. 

IjITHUAN.      LETTISH.  LITHUAN.  LETTISH.  LITDUAN. 

d&chiau,    es  dohtiu  duiumbime,  mehs  dohtum.       d&lumbiwa. 

d&lumbei,  tu  dohtiu  d&tumbite,     yvhs  dohtut         dituwbUa, 

d&tUf         winsch   dohiu.    dutut  winynyi    doktu.  d&tu. 

1  Feminine  winynya,  *  Feminine  winynycu. 

The  third  person  singular,  which,  as  is  universally  the 
case  in  Lithuanian  and  Lettish,  represents,  at  the  same 
time,  the  plural,  and,  in  Lithuanian,  also  the  dual,  would, 
considered  of  itself,  lead  us  to  the  Sanscrit  imperative,  in 
which  daddtut  '*  let  him  give,""  is  identical  in  termination 
with  <2u^ti,  dohtu;  and  the  phenomenon,  that  the  Lettish 
dohtu  also  passes  as  second  and  first  person,  might  be 
regarded  as  the  consequence  of  an  erroneous  use  of  lan- 
guage ;  like  that,  by  which,  in  Old  and  Anglo-Saxon,  the 
second  person  plural  of  the  present,  and  the  third  of  the 
preterite,  have  made  their  way  into  the  other  persons  also. 
Still  I  hold  the  tu  under  discussion,  not  as  a  personal  ter- 
mination, but  as  identical  with  the  turn  of  the  other 
persons,  and  I  regard  dutu  as  an  abbreviation  of  dMumhif 
particularly  as,  in  the  first  person  plural,  duium  may  be 
used  for  ditumbime  (Mielke,  p.  143,  6),  in  which  case  the  m 
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is  to  be  regarded  as  the  character  of  the  first  person,  and 
is  not  to  be  confounded  with  that  which  precedes  the  b  in 
the  full  form  dutumbime.  I  deduce  this  from  the  Lettish, 
which  has  everywhere  dislodged  the  syllable  61,  together 
with  the  m  preceding,  but  which  combines  the  tu^  which 
remains  in  the  plural  with  the  personal  sign,  but  in  the 
singular,  as  this  number  has  in  general  lost  the  consonants 
of  the  terminations,  leaves  it  without  any  addition ;  thus, 
es,  tu,  winsh  dohiu.  A  clear  intimation  is  thus  given  us, 
that  also  in  the  Lithuanian  first  person  singular  the  form 
duchiau,  and  such  as  resemble  it,  must  be  regarded  as 
strongly  mutilated ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  d&chiau 
has  arisen  from  d&twnbiau,  by  suppressing  the  umb.  Thus 
the  i  came  into  direct  contact  with  several  combined 
vowels,  and  therefore,  was  necessarily  changed  into  cA, 
according  to  a  universal  law  of  sound.  The  abbreviation 
of  duiumbiau  to  d&chiau  (for  ^Siiau)  is  not  greater  dian 
that  before  mentioned  of  dtUv(mbi)me  to  dtdum,  for  dutume. 
In  both  cases  three  letters  have  been  omitted ;  in  the 
first,  mb,  with  the  preceding  vowel ;  in  the  second,  with  the 
vowel  following. 

686.  The  Lithuanian  subjunctive  is  very  important  to 
me,  as  I  recognise  in  the  syllable  bi  the  true  exponent  of 
the  modal  relation,  and  in  this  a  more  than  casual  coinci- 
dence with  the  expression  of  the  Latin  future  of  the  first 
and  second  conjugation,  which  is  in  form  completely  the 
same.  Compare  da-bimus  with  dvtum-himey  da-biiis  with 
d&tum-biie,  da-bis  with  dSUum-beif  from  dtdumrbi-if  da-bo  for 
dabio,  with  the  dutumMau  presupposed  above,  and  dalnt 
with  the  d&tum^bi  abbreviated  to  d&hs,  likewise  only  sup- 
posed. The  identification,  however,  of  a  Latin  future 
form  with  the  subjunctive  of  a  cognate  language  will 
surprise  us  the  less,  as  the  Latin  itself,  within  its  own 
lingual  province,  places  the  future  and  subjunctive  on 
the  same  footing  in  this  point,  that  futures  like  legisf  Ify^t 
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leghntts,  kgUis,  coincide  in  form  with  the  subjunctives  of 
the  first  conjugation. 

687.  The  j  of  the  Lithuanian  bi  corresponds,  there  is 
scarce  any  doubt,  to  the  Sanscrit-Zend  modal  character  yd^ 
which,  in  combination  with  hhH,  "  to  be^  forms,  in  the  third 

person  of  the  precative»  ^nm^  bhuydtf  q^M^^jj^  buydf.  The 
Lithuanian  has  dropped  the  u  of  its  root  bit,  whether  on 
account  of  its  appearing  in  a  contraction;  or  because  the  u 
stood  before  a  vowel,  while  everywhere  else  it  appeared 
before  consonants:  the  sylbble  y4  however,  is  retained 
pretty  perfectly  in  the  first  person  singular  in  iau,  and  in  the 
other  persons,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  contracted  to  i.  Com* 
pare  biau  (from  6iam,  see  §.  438.)  with  the  Zend  (^^^2i 
buyanm  (from  buydm),  and  bime,  bite,  from  buyame,  buyaie^ 

with  Ai9jai^^2s  buydma,  At^As^ji^i  buyata.  As  regards  the 
first  part  of  the  Lithuanian  compound  dutum-beh  &c.>  we 
easily  recognise  in  it  the  Sanscrit  infinitive  and  the  accusa- 
tive of  the  Latin  supine — ^[i^  ctrUum,  datum.  In  its  isolated 
state  the  Lithuanian  supine  ends  in  iu,  but  the  lost  sign  of 
the  accusative  has  in  the  contraction  been  preserved  in  its 
original  form  under  the  protection  of  the  auxiliary  verb  fol- 
lowing, and  principally  of  the  labial  initial  sound  answering 
to  m,  while  everywhere  e1se»  in  Lithuanian,  the  accusative 
m  has  become  n  (§.  149.). 

688.  The  Sanscrit  first  conjugation  suppresses  the  d  of  the 
potential  character  yd  both  in  the  active  and  in  the  middle,* 


*  This  sappreasion  would  be  fiivoured  by  the  facility  with  which  the  y 
vocalized  to  •,  becomes  a  diphthong  with  a  preceding  it.  The  prime 
inducement  for  it,  however,  was  the  effort  to  lighten  the  modal  element 
in  combination  with  a  verbal  theme,  which,  without  that,  was  of  two,  or, 
iu  the  tenth  class,  of  three  syllables ;  thus,  b6-dhes^  '*  thou  mayest  know," 
for  hddh-a'yds;  kamaylM^  "  thou  mayest  love,"  for  kamrayoryds.  In  the 
second  conjugation  the  combination  of  the  modal  syllable  yd  with  radical 
a  (there  are  no  roots  in  short  a)  occurs  only  in  monosyllabic  verbal 
themes ;  e*  g.  b/td-ydm.    Roots  of  the  third  class,  however,  as  they  become 

poly8yUabic 
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and  the  y  vocalized  to  t  is  contracted,  with  the  preceding  a  of 
the  class  syllable,  to  6\  e.g.  W^  bhar&f, ''  thou  mayest  bear/' 
for  bhar^-ydSf  as,  in  Greek,  if^pot^  for  ^poiff^  (^P"0"W)- 
I  am  not,  however,  of  opinion,  that  the  diphthong,  which  is 
expressed,  in  Sanscrit  by  ^,  and  now  spoken  as  ^,  had  in  the 
earliest  time,  before  the  separation  of  languages,  a  pronun- 
ciation in  which  neither  a  nor  t  was  perceptible ;  but  it  is 
most  probable  that  the  two  elements  were  heard  in  combina- 
tion, and  spoken  as  au  which  ai  may  have  been  distinguished 
from  the  Vriddhi  diphthong  %  de  by  this,  that  the  same 
breadth  was  not  given  to  the  pronunciation  of  the  a  sound 
that  it  has  in  &u  The  same  must  have  been  the  case  with 
the  6 :  it  was  pronounced  like  au,  and  its  Vriddhi  (§.  29.), 
like  &U.  For  to  keep  to  the  ir  ^,  if  this  diphthong  was  from 
the  early  period  of  the  language  taken  as  ^,  then  the  i  sound, 
which  had  become  utterly  extinct  as  a  whole,  would  scarcely, 
after  the  separation  of  languages,  have  again  been  restored 
to  life  in  single  members,  and  thus  the  whole  make  its  ap* 
pearance  in  Greek,  at  one  time  as  eu^  at  another  as  ei  or  m 
(see  Vocalismus,  pp.  193,  &c.) ;  in  Zend  at  one  time  as  i  (or 


polysyllabic  by  reduplication,  lighten  the  roots  by  suppressing  the  d,  as 
dad-ydm  for  dadd-ydm,  jah-y&m  for  jahd^-^m  (compare  §.482.).  The 
ninth  class  weakens  its  class  syllable  7t4  to  nt,  as  before  heavy  personal 
terminations  (§.  485.) ;  thus,  yu-ni-ydm  for  yu-^norydm;  and  therefore 
the  combination  of  the  fiill  modal  exponent  ya  with  the  heayiest  kind  of 
vowel  is,  in  polysyllabic  themes,  entirely  avoided.  The  roots  which  annex 
nu  or  u  do  not  suffer  any  weakening  either  in  the  base  or  In  the  modal 
character,  for  the  &  of  yd  cannot  here  be  lost,  since  the  t  cannot  become  a 
diphthong  with  the  u  preceding :  the  u  of  the  class  syllable,  however,  is 
not  necessarily  weakened,  since  u  is  itself  one  of  the  lighter  vowels; 
hence,  dp-nu-ydm^  '^  I  may  reach."  To  this  would  correspond,  in 
Greek,  forms  like  deturvviVy  wliich,  however,  as  it  appears,  are  avoided 
on  account  of  the  difficulty  of  pronouncing  them,  and  carried  into  the  «> 
conjugation ;  while  the  remidns  of  forms,  which  have  remained  true  to 
their  own  conjugation,  have  suppressed  the  i,  and,  in  compensation,  l^gth- 
encd  the  v ;  thus  eirideiKi'v/ti^i/  for  eiridetKwtJui^v. 
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M  §•  28.),  at  another  as  dt;  in  Lithuanian  in  one  place  as  ai, 
in  another  as  ^ ;  in  Lettish  now  as  ai,  now  ss  6  or  ee  (see 
§.  682.,  ReoL) ;  in  Latin  sometimes  as  oe,  as  the  next  descent 
from  Of,  sometimes  as  S.  But  if  before  the  separation  of 
languages  the  diphthong  still  had  its  right  pronunciation* 
then  each  particular  individual  of  the  family  of  languages 
which  arose  after  the  separation  may  have  either  always  or 
occasionally  preserved  in  its  full  value  the  ai  which  had  been 
brought  with  it  from  the  land  of  its  origin ;  or  invariably  or 
occasionally  contracted  it  to  ^;  and  as  it  is  natural  to  derive 
i  from  ai  many  of  the  cognate  langfuages  coincide  in  this 
process  of  melting  down.  While,  however,  the  Sanscrit, 
according  to  the  pronunciation  which  has  been  received 
by  us,  causes  the  diphthong  at,  when  in  a  position  before 
consonants,  to  be  invariably  taken  as  H,  the  Greek  exhibits 
the  opposite  extreme,  and  displays  to  us  the  Sanscrit  diph- 
thong as  oUf  ei,  or  ot,  and,  in  fact,  as  oi  in  the  preceding  case, 
since  the  class  vowel,  which,  in  the  indicative,  appears  as  o 
only  before  nasals,  in  combination  with  the  modal  exponent 
I  invariably  assumes  the  o  quality.  The  rj,  however,  of  the 
full  modal  exponent  iri,  as  in  Sanscrit  the  d,  is  suppressd ; 
thus  ripTT-oi'^^  T€/OTr^<-(T),  answering  to  tarp^s,  tarp-i-t; 
repTK-oi'Tov^  T6pw-o/-Tj;v,  to  iarp^'tafihtarp-i^m;  rifm-oi-fiev, 
T€jOTr-oi-T€,  to  iarp^mOf  tarp^-tcu 

689.  It  has  been  already  remarked  (§•  430.)  that  the  first 
person  singular  in  oi/lu  is  an  unorganic  form,  and  that  rt/irro/- 
fjojv  points  to  an  active  form  rvnTotv.  When  I  first  advanced 
this  conjecture  I  was  not  aware  that  the  form  arrived  at  by 
theory  has  been  actually  transmitted  to  us,  though  but  in  the 
single  case  of  rp€if>otv.  Besides  this,  Matthise  (§.  198.  2.) 
proposes  to  read  apAproiv  instead  of  a^apretv  in  Suidas,  We 
will  leave  it  undecided  here»  whether  the  forms  0/171/,  0/17^, 
&c.,  which  occur  in  contracted  verbs,  have  preserved  the 
original  form,  and  are  thus  more  genuine  than  those  in  San- 
scrit like  tarp-S-s  for  iarp-a-yAs,  or  whether,  as  is  more  pro- 
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bable,  they  are  carried  back  by  the  analogy  of  the  fu  conju- 
gation. The  Sanscrit  interposes  a  euphonic  y  between  the 
diphthong  ^  and,  in  the  second  conjugation,  between  the  t 
shortened  from  yA,  and  the  personal  terminations  commenc- 
ing with  a  vowel  (§.  43.) ;  hence,  tarpS-y-am,  answering  to 
the  Greek  refnroifxt  for  repnoiv.  Regarding  the  termination 
dm  for  simple  m,  which  would  make  the  euphonic  y  super- 
fluous, and  attest  a  form  tarp6m  for  tarpiyamt  see  §.  437. 

690.  The  Latin,  in  its  subjunctives  of  the  first  conjugation, 
exhibits,  like  the  Sanscrit  in  the  form  of  6,  the  diphtboi^ 
which  has  arisen  from  the  class  syllable  and  the  modal  vowel 
t ;  but  in  the  first  and  third  person  singular,  through  the  in- 
fluence of  the  final  m  and  t,  this  is  shortened ;  thus,  amem, 
amef,  in  opposition  to  amis,  amhiuSf  amStis.  The  kindred 
formation  of  these  words  with  the  Greek,  like  reprvoiyLit  rcfnt- 
oi^t  refynotfiev,  refmonef  would  perhaps  never  be  discovered 
without  the  medium  of  the  Sanscrit.  But  if  amSx,  amef, 
amhnus,  amUis,  be  compared  with  the  Sanscrit  forms  of  the 
same  meaning,  kdmay^,  kdmayStf  kdmaySma^  kdmayiia,  it 
must  be  assumed  that  the  last  a  of  the  class  character  m 
aya  (whence  we  have  deduced  the  Latin  d  {:=s^a'\'a)  of 
cund-re  (§.  109^  6.),  by  the  dislodgement  of  the  y),  has  com- 
bined with  the  modal  t,  while  in  the  d  of  amds,  amdmus, 
amdtis,  the  two  a  of  A:4?ii-a(y)(i-»f,  kdm-a(yyirmu8,  kdm'a{y)ar 
tha,  are  united.  The  6,  therefore,  of  amis,  &c.,  corresponds 
to  the  Greek  ot  in  forms  like  rifiaoi^,  ifuKeoi^,  Si/Adoff 
(§.  109  \  6.),  and  the  preceding  short  vowel  is  passed  over. 
In  the  obsolete  forms  vetberU,  temperinf  (Struve,  p.  146), 
also,  the  first  part  of  the  diphthong  ^  (  =sa-|-t)  has  been  lost, 
and  only  the  pure  modal  element  has  been  left.  They  may 
have  arisen  from  the  consciousness  that  an  i  was  bound  up 
in  the  e  of  verbereU  tempererd,  or  they  may  have  followed  the 
principle  of  sit,  velU,  edit  (§.  674.).  On  the  other  hand,  Jo 
really  belongs  to  the  Sanscrit  second  conjugation  and  to  the 
Greek  in  /x/,  and  therefore  dtdm,  perduim,  are  regular  forms. 
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the  i  of  which  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  y  of  dad-ydm  and 
to  the  Greek  t  of  iiioiijv.  The  weakening  of  the  a  to  u  in 
duitn  rests,  perhaps,  on  the  circumstance,  that  ui  is  a  more 
favourite  combination  than  ai. 

691.  In  moneds,  monedmus,  &c.,  is  contained  the  whole  of 
the  Sanscrit  causal  theme  mdnroyOf  **  to  make  to  think  "  (see 
p.  1 10),  only  that  the  properly  long  S  (from  a  -f  i = Sanscrit  ay) 
is,  on  account  of  its  position,  shortened  before  a  vowel,  the 
i  of  the  modal  expression  has  disappeared,  and,  in  compensa- 
tion, the  preceding  vowel  is  lengthened,  according  to  the 
principle  of  Greek  optatives  with  v  for  vi.  As,  therefore, 
eviieiKvvfujv  for  ewtSeiKwtfujVf  iouvvrot  Trrjyvvro  for  icuvwro, 
mjyvvirot  so  moneds  for  manenais.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
case  is  the  same  with  carint  (Struve,  p.  146),  for  caredn^  from 
careaint,  as  with  the  beforementioned  verberit,  temperint. 

692.  The  same  relation  that  moneds  has  to  monis  is  held  by 
audids,  from  audiaiSf  to  audis  (§§.  190\  6.,  505.).  The  future, 
however,  which  in  the  third  and  fourth  conjugation  is,  in 
tatctf  nothing  else  than  a  subjunctive,  as  was  first  remarked 
in  my  System  of  Conjugation  (p.  98),  with  which  Struve 
agrees  (pp.  145,  146),  has  preserved  the  modal  element,  and 
has  been  contracted  with  the  a  of  the  class  character  to  6, 
with  the  exception  of  the  first  person  singular,  in  which 
legem,  audiemt  should  stand  for  legam,  audiam.  In  the  older 
language  dkem,  fadem,  are  actually  transmitted  to  us  by 
Quintilian,  as  forms  used  by  Cato  Censor  (compare  Struve, 
p.  147);  and  thus,  in  the  fourth  conjugation,  forms  like 
audiem  may  well  have  existed.  As,  however,  in  the  proper 
subjunctive  the  last  element  of  the  diphthong  ai  has  cast 
itself  upon  the  a,  and  lengthened  that  letter,  but  in  the  future 
has  been  contracted  with  the  ato  i,  two  forms  have  arisen 
from  that  which  was  originally  one,  of  which  each  has  re» 
ceived  a  portion  of  that  meaning,  to  represent  which  properly 
belongs  to  the  two  together ;  as,  in  the  history  of  language, 
similar  cases  have  often  arisen,  and  datUri  and  dcUdreii  (I  use 
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the  plural  iutentionally)  both  conduct  us  to  the  Sanscrit 
ddfdras,  which  unites  the  meaning  of  the  two  Latin  forms 
in  itself.  The  use  of  the  subjunctive  in  the  sense  of  a  futare 
reminds  us  of  the  periphrasis  for  the  future  by  means  of 
auxiliary  verbs  which  signify  *•  to  be  requisite,"  or  *'  to  will," 
as  also  of  the  occasional  use  of  the  Zend  imperative  in  the 
sense  of  the  future  (see  §.  660.).  It  is  clear,  however,  that 
the  expression  of  the  future,  from  the  most  ancient  period, 
has  bordered  with  surprising  closeness  on  the  relation  de- 
noted by  the  Latin  subjunctive,  since  the  two  are  distin- 
guished, in  Sanscrit,  only  by  tlie  quantity  of  the  vowel — ya 
in  the  future,  and  yd  in  the  potential. 

693.  The  future  and  subjunctive  of  the  Latin  third  conjuga- 
tion may  perhaps  require  a  little  further  consideration,  though 
what  is  most  important  to  be  observed  respecting  them  is 
already  deducible  from  what  has  been  remarked  regarding 
the  second  and  fourth  conjugations.  Future  forms  like  vehis, 
veMmuSf  have  already  appeared  in  my  System  of  Conjuga- 
tion as  akin  to  the  Sanscrit  potentials  like  vahh,  vaMma,  and 
Latin  subjunctives  as  amis,  amSmus.  But  in  the  first  conju- 
gation the  ^  was  firmly  planted ;  for  even  if  in  its  d  a  con- 
traction of  the  Sanscrit  aya  of  the  tenth  class  were  not 
recognised,  still  the  A  is  clear  to  every  one^s  eyes,  and  also 
the  possibility  of  melting  it  down  with  the  i  of  the  subjunc- 
tive expression  which  follows  to  L  But  the  4  of  vekis^ 
vehimus,  appeared  incomprehensible,  or  as  a  transmission 
from  the  third  conjugation  to  the  first,  as  long  as  the  t  of 
veh'i-s,  veh-i-must  passed  as  the  original  form  of  the  class 
vowel  of  the  third  conjugation.  Through  the  observation, 
however,  made  above  (p.  104),  according  to  which  the  inter- 
mediate vowel  of  the  third  conjugation  is  only  a  secondary  i 
weakened  from  a,  forms  like  vehist  vehimus,  must  now  appear 
in  a  totally  different  light  Their  6  contains  the  primitive  a, 
which  has  become  weakened  in  the  indicative,  as  it  occurs 
elsewhere  also,  that  a  word  in]  composition  has  maintained 
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itself  in  a  form  more  close  to  its  original  state  than  when  iso- 
lated and  unprotected.*  Before  ihe  forms  veh-a-a,  veh-a-mus, 
had  become  corrupted  to  veh-i-St  veh-i-mits,  in  the  indicative* 
vehri-s,  veh-i-mus,  had  arisen  from  them,  and,  in  the  sub- 
junctive, vehdsf  vehAmus;  and  the  corruption  of  the  class 
vowel  of  the  indicative  could  have  had  no  influence  over  that 
which  was  melted  down  with  the  modal  character.t 

694.  The  Latin  third  conjugation  leads  us  to  the  Gothic 
in  which  all  the  twelve  classes  of  Grimm's  strong  conju- 
gation coincide  with  the  Latin  third  (§.  109  \  1.).  The 
Gothic  has,  however,  this  advantage  over  the  Latin,  that 
it  has  not  admitted  the  corruption  of  the  old  a  of  the  indica- 
tive, throughout,  but  only  before  a  final «  and  ih;  otherwise 
it  has  retained  the  a.  We  must,  therefore,  carefully  avoid 
deriving  the  forms  bairais  ^'feraSf''  hairaif  "/ercrf,''  baircath 
''feratis,'*''  from  the  indicative  bcdriSf  bairithf  bairithf  by  the 
insertion  of  an  a,  which  would  imply  a  principle  of  forma- 
tion quite  unknown  in  the  Indo-European  family  of  lan- 
guages ;  but  the  said  subjunctive  forms  must  be  regarded 
as  the  creations  of  a  period  in  which  their  indicative  pro- 
totypes were  still  bairas,  bairathf  to  which  also  the  passive 
forms  bavr-a-zQi  bair-a-^  as  regards  the  intermediate 
vowel,  refer  us  (§.  466.).  In  the  second  person  of  the  dual 
and  the  first  of  the  plural  bair^'ts^  bair-ai-ma  have  the 
same  relation  to  the  indicative  bair-^-ts,  bair-Or-mf  that  in 
Sanscrit  bhar^-tam,  bhar-i-ma  (from  bhar-ai-tafn,  bhar^ 
aitna),  have  to  bhar-a-thaSf  bhar^-mas  ;  in  the  third  person 


*  Thus  the  guttural  of  the  laimfaeh  has  been  retained  in  the  French 
magn^ique^  while  mfcM^faiaons^  it  has  been  corrapted  to  «,  or,  according 
to  the  pronunciation,  has  been  lost  entirely  mfais. 

t  I  have  brought  forward  this  theory  for  the  first  time  in  the  Berl. 
Jahrb.,  Jan.  1834,  pp.  07, 98  (see  Vocallsmus,  p.  200),  to  which  A.  Senary 
assents  (Doctrine  of  Roman  Bounds,  pp.  27,  28),  who,  however,  derives 
the  modal  vowel  i  from  t,  ^^  to  go."    (Compare  §.  670.) 

3o 


922  VERBS. 

plural  bair-ai'fia  (transposed  from  bair-ai-^an),  ^^feravi^''  has 
the  same  relation  to  bair-a-nd,  "feruntr  that  the  Zend 
j^^M^j^  bar-ay-en  has  to  6ar-a-n/i,  and  the  Greek  <l>€p-ot'-€v 
to  ^6jO-o-i/Ti.  In  the  first  person  dual  the  relation  of  hair- 
ai-va  to  bair-ds,  from  bair-a-^as  (§.  441.),  rests  on  the  same 
principle  on  which,  in  Sanscrit,  that  of  bhar-i-va  to  6/iar- 
d-tKM  is  founded.  In  the  first  person  singular  baircM,  "  I 
may  bear,"  the  modal  vowel  i  is  wanting,  hut  the  u  is  the 
vocalization  of  the  personal  character  m ;  bairath  therefore 
(from  bairaim),  has  the  same  relation  to  bairais,  bairaU  &c., 
that,  in  Latin,  the  future  yeram  {(or  ferem)  has  to  ferisj  feret, 
from  feraisf  ferait*  The  Old  High  German  exhibits  the 
Gothic  diphthong  ai  (=^,  see  §.  78.)  graphically  in  the 
form  6,  but  shortens  it  at  the  end  of  a  word ;  hence,  here 
(for  beriX  "feranii-''  "ferat,'''  has  the  same  relation  to  beris 
(=.  Sanscrit  bharh,  ''ferasr  berimh,  "feramus^^)  that,  in 
Latin,  amenh  amet,  bear  to  amis,  arnhnvs. 

695.  The  Old  Prussian,  a  dialect  which  resembles  the 
Lithuanian  very  closely,  employs  imperatives  like  immoi^ 
"  take  thou,"  immaiti,  "  take  ye,"  which  stand  in  a  clearer 
relation  to  their  indicative  forms  imm-a-sef  tmm-a-ff,  than, 
in  Gk>thic,  fdm-^i-s,  "  sumcLs^^  fdm-ai-th,  '*  sumdtur  to  nim- 
i-Sf  nim-i-th.  Compare,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Lettish 
imperatives  like  darraii,  "  do  ye,"  contrasted  with  darraU 
"  ye  do  "  (§.  862.).  Dais,  "  give,"  daUi,  "  give  ye  "  (in 
Old  Prussian),  contrasted  with  dose,  "thou  givest,"  daU, 


*  Respecting  the  length  of  the  ^  see  §.  434. 

t  With  regard  to  the  suppression  of  the  i  of  bairau,  compare,  in  Gothic, 
Grimm's  third  class  of  the  weak  conjugation,  in  which  the  t  of  the  con- 
jugational  character  ai  (= Sanscrit  ^«nT  aya,  Latin  i)  is  eyeiywhere  lost, 
where  a  final  nasal,  or  one  standing  hefore  a  consonant,  follows,  or  ought 
to  follow;  thus,  first  person  singtOar,  haba  for  habai^  Old  High  German 
habSm;  plural,  habam  fi)r  hdbaim^  Old  High  German  habimSa;  third  per- 
son plural,  haband  for  hdbaind^  Old  High  German  habint ;  in  oppon- 
tion  to  habai9^  habaith^  &c. 
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**  ye  gi^e/'  which  furnish  a  commentary  on  the  relation  of 
the  Latin  dis,  diliSf  to  das,  datis,  as  the  contraction  of 
a  + 1  to  the  i,  which  is  not  perceived  in  Latin,  is  evident 
in  Old  Prussian.  More  usually,  however,  the  Old  Prus- 
sian exhibits,  in  the  indicative,  an  e  or  i  as  the  conjunctive 
vowel,  and  in  the  imperative  the  diphthong  ei ;  e.  g.  dereis 
"  see  "*'  =  SepKoi^,  ideitif  "  esset  "  =  eSotre,  editis^  mmr  adydla. 
The  two  moods,  however,  do  not  everywhere  agree,  since 
tickinnaitu  "  make  ye '"  (Katech.  p.  54),  does  not  answer  to 
tickinmmai,  "  we  make '"  (I.  c.  p.  5),  but  leads  us  to  expect 
instead  of  it  tickinnamau  The  simple  u  also,  or,  in  its 
place,  y,  is  found  in  Old  Prussian  imperatives,  as,  mylis, 
"  love  thou,"  endiris,  "  regard  thou." 

696.  The  Old  Sclavonic  has  retained  only  the  last 
element  of  the  original  diphthong  ai  in  the  second  and 
third  person  singular  in  its  imperative  in  the  regular  con- 
jugation, which,  as  has  been  before  shewn,  corresponds 
partly  to  the  Sanscrit  first  class  with  a  annexed  (§.  499.), 
partly  to  the  fourth  in  ^  ya  (§.  500),  partly  to  the  tenth  in 
W^  aya  (§.  505.) ;  as,  Bign  ve^i,  "  carry,"  and  "  let  him 
carry,"  corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  voA^,  mMi  (§.  433.), 
Latin  veMs,  vehet,  and  vehAs,  vehaU  Gothic  vigais,  vigai,  Greek 
expi£t  exot-  In  the  dual  and  plural,  however,  where  the 
diphthong  is  protected  by  the  following  personal  termination, 
:fc  ye  (from  S  with  y  prefixed,  §.  255.  n.)  corresponds  to  the 
Indo-Roman  &  Gothic  at,  and  Greek  oi;  thus,  be^'^mbi 
v€^y€my=:'^^  vahhna,  vehimus,  vehdnmSf  vigaimoy  exoifiev; 
BM^I^Tn  ve^yete^ =WfW  vahila,  vehUiSf  vekdiis,  vigaiih,  e^oire; 
dual  BC^'bTa  ve^yeta = ^^WH  vahiiam,  'I^HT^  vahitdm,  exonov, 
eypimiv,  vigaiis, 

697.  Among  the  other  Sclavonic  languages,  the  Car- 
niolan  especially  deserves,  with  respect  to  the  mood  under 


*  1st, ''  he  eats,"  euphonic  for  idt,  correBpondfl  to  the  Latin  est. 
t  This  represents  the  third  person  also,  Bee  §.  470. 
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discussion,  a  closer  consideration,  as  its  imperative  in  those 
verbs  ivhich  have  a  as  the  class  syllable  is  distinguished  from 
the  present  indicative  by  the  placing  a  y  (  =  i)  beside  the 
a;  so  that  thus  ay  is  opposed  to  the  Sanscrit  i^^a+i  of 
the  potential,  to  the  Grothic  at  of  the  subjunctive,  and  to 
the  Latin  6  of  the  subjunctive  and  future.  The  singular, 
which,  in  Camiolan  also,  in  advantageous  contrast  with 
the  other  Sclavonic  dialects,  has  a  first  person,  ends  in  the 
three  persons  in  ai,  since  the  pronominal  consonants, 
which,  from  the  most  ancient  period,  have  stood  at  the 
end  of  words,  must  give  place  according  to  the  rule  for 
the  extirpation  of  final  consonants,  which  extends  to  all 
the  Sclavonic  idioms  (§.  255.  L) ;  hence,  dM-ay,  "  I  may,"*^ 
"  thou  mayest,"  "  he  may  work,"  for  dM-ay-nh  del-ays^ 
del-ay-tf  opposed  to  the  indicative  del-a-m  (from  det-a-nuX 
del-ash  (ft^m  del-a-shi),  del-a  (from  dM-a-^ti),  and,  in  accord- 
ance with  Gothic  forms  like  bair-ais,  bair-^u  Sanscrit  like 
bharSst  bharitt  Latin  like  amem,  amisy  amet,  vehh^  vehet^ 
Greek  like  if>epotiH9  ^epot^t  <f>€pot.  In  the  dual,  del-^-wa 
answers  to  the  indicative  del^a^vxi,  in  the  most  perfect 
accordance  with  the  Gothic  bairaiva  and  Sanscrit  bharSva  ; 
in  the  second  person  dual,  del-ay^ta  has  the  same  relation 
to  the  indicative  del-a-ta,  that,  in  Gothic,  bair-ai-tSf  **f€ratisr 
has  to  bair-a-U  *' fertis  ;'*''  and,  in  the  plural,  del-HEy-mo  is  to 
del-a-mo  as,  in  Gothic,  bairHii-ma  to  bair-a-m,  or,  in  Greek, 
^ep-ot'ixev  to  i^p-ot-re ;  in  the  second  person,  del-ay^  bears 
the  same  relation  to  del-a-te  that,  in  Gothic  bair-ai-th  to 
that  which  we  must  presuppose  as  the  original  form  of 
the  indicative  bair-a-th,  whence  the  corruption  bair-i-th: 
hence  the  Old  High  German  ber-i't  (from  ber-ai-t),  con- 
trasted with  its  indicative  ber-a-t,  is  better  compared. 
The  third  person  dual  and  plural  is  wanting  in  the  Car- 
niolan  imperative,  and  is  expressed  by  a  periphrasis  of  the 
indicative  with  the  conjunction  nay;  thus,  nay  delata, 
nay  delayo. 
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698.  The  analogy,  however,  of  the  Carniolan  forms  like 
dehay-fMh  **  we  may  work,'"  with  the  Gothic  like  bair-ai- 
ma  and  Sanscrit  like  bhar-S-ma,  must  not  be  so  far  ex- 
tended as  to  identify  the  vowel  of  derivation  of  verbs  like 
dSl-a-m  with  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  first 
and  sixth  class,  and  with  that  of  the  Gothic  strong  verbs. 
I  rather  see  in  dil^a-m,  as  in  the  Polish  first  conjugation 
czyt-a-fjh  "  I  read,"  czyt-ay,  **  read  thou,'**  czyt-ay-my,  "  we 
may  read,"  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class,*  the  character  of 
which,  ayof  has  separated  into  various  forms  in  the  Scla- 
ironic  idioms  as  in  Latin  and  the  German  weak  conjuga- 
tion. The  Carniolan  dM-a-m  and  Polish  czyt-a-m  are 
brought  much  nearer  to  the  Sanscrit  like  chint-ayd-mU 
**  I  think,"  through  the  Russian  sister  forms :  A^Aaio  dyi- 
layu,  MHmaio  chUdyH  (from  dySl-ayo-m,  chit-ayo^tn ;  see 
§.  255.  g.).  In  the  third  person  plural  the  Carniolan 
d^layo  and  Polish  ezytaya  approaches  nearer  to  the  San- 
scrit chint-aya-nti :  on  the  other  hand  the  Carniolan  yedot 
**  they  eat,"  corresponds  to   the  Sanscrit  adanii,  from   the 


*  I  DOW,  also,  refer  Dobrowsky's  first  Conjagation  in  Old  Sclavonic, 
(contrary  to  §.  500.),  at  least  principally,  to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class ; 
so  that  I  assume  the  sappression  of  the  first  a  of  the  character  aifa 
^nft  tta  in  Grrimm's  first  conjagation  of  the  weak  form,  which,  by  this 
loss,  has  become  similar  to  the  Sanscrit  fourth  class  (see  §.  109a.  6;).  The 
Old  SclaTonic,  however,  has  also  not  unfrequently  retained  the  first  a  of 
the  character  a^;  as  in  padayu^ ''  I  fall,"  chitayu^  ^'  I  read"  (Dobr.  522). 
In  some  roots  ending  with  a  vowel  the  y  may  be  a  euphonic  addition,  and 
inayu^  "I  know"  (Sanscrit ^na,  "to  know"),  /Jtyu,  "I  drink"  (Sanscrit 
pa,**  to  drink"),  may  belong  neither  to  the  Sanscrit  fourth  nor  to  the 
tenth  class,  but  to  the  first,  with  the  insertion  of  a  y  between  the  root  and 
the  conjunctive  vowel  (compare  §.  43.).  I  take  this  opportunity  to  re- 
mark further,  that  in  §.  506.  Mielke's  fourth  conjugation  in  Lithuanian 
has  remained  by  mistake  unnoticed.  It  includes  but  very  few  words,  but 
belongs,  in  like  manner,  to  the  Sanscrit  tenth  class,  and  exhibits  the  cha- 
racter of  that  class,  aya,  clearly  in  its  preterites,  as  yeskdyau  (yM-dya-a), 
In  the  present,  together  with  yeszkau  is  found,  also,  the  form  ye8zk6yu. 
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root  ady  the  d  of  which  in  Camiolan  is  retained  unchanged 
only  in  the  third  person  plural,  iJut  before  t  has  been 
changed  to  s,  and  elsewhere  is  dropped  :  thus  yts^ie,  "  ye 
eat/'  as  in  Latin  es-tis,  for  the  Sanscrit  at'tha;  y^s^a, 
"ye  two  eat,"  "they  two  eaC  for  w?^  at-thas,  Wfj^ 
at'tas.  In  the  imperative,  yey  for  y&iy  answers  to  the 
Sanscrit  adydnif  adyds,  adydt ;  dual  yeyvtu  ySjftas=adydvaf 
adydtam  ;  plural  yiymo,  yeyte  for  adydm(u  adydJUu 

699.  The  Zend  appears  to  us,  in  its  potential  and  in 
the  first  conjugation,  to  use  the  expression,  in  a  half 
Greek  half  Indo-Roman  dress,  since  it  exhibits  the 
primitive  diphthong  ai  at  one  time  in  the  shape  of  ^  at 
another  in  that  of  ^  (§.  33.),  to  which  latter,  however,  ac- 
cording to  §.  28.,  another  a  is  prefixed.  Thus  aoj^^ 
barSis  agrees  admirably  with  ^poi^f  and  mj^^  bardit 
with  06/00/ (t)  :  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  middle  voice  the 
third  person  as^aas^  baraita  agrees  better  with  the  San- 
scrit bharSta,  and,  after  withdrawing  the  middle  a,  with  the 
hatinferef,  than  with  ^epo/To.  The  first  and  second  per- 
sons 42lural  active  in  the  first  conjugation  I  am  unable  to 
quote,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  here  again  as^aas^ 
baraima,  a»^»a}^  baraila,  run  parallel  to  the  Sanscrit 
bharSmoy  bharitoj  and  Latin  ferimvsj  feritis,  and  that  we 
should  not  look  for  the  more  Greek  form  bardimor 
baroita.  For  I  imagine  I  have  found  that  in  selecting 
between  di  and  ai  the  Zend  is  guided  by  what  follows  the 
diphthong,  according  as  it  is  a  final  consonant,  or  one 
accompanied  by  a  vowel.  How  much  the  selection  falls 
upon  di,  iu  the  former  position,  to  the  rejection  of  a4,  is 
seen  from  this,  that  bases  in  i  in  the  genitive  and  ablative 
regularly  exhibit  the  forms  dls  and  dit»  answering  to  the 
Sanscrit  6s.        Through   this,   therefore,  we   may    explain 


« 

nSt, 


Remark,  also,  the  fi^equently-occurring  r»ji^f  not^,  <*  not,*'  =  Sanscrit 


i 
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the  misrelation  in  form  between  the  middle  a)^ma}7^ 
baraHa  and  the  active  bardit  in  the  third  person  singular 
of  the  potential.  But  when  we  find  in  the  first  person 
plural  middle  the  form  ^(^^^J^^^^j^  buidhydimaidhS 
'*  videamus  ^^ = Sanscrit  ju^C^  bhudyimahif  *'  aciamus,^^  here 
the  exceedingly  broad  termination,  which  in  the  litho- 
graphed Codex  is  even  separated  firom  the  preceding  part 
of  the  word  by  a  point,  may  have  the  effect  of  a  distinct 
word ;  and  thus  it  may  be  observed,  that  in  the  final  sound, 
also,  the  diphthong  6i  is  admissible,  and  in  this  position  is 
especially  favoured  by  a  preceding  y  :  hence  J^j^  ydU 
"  which "  (oi)  rs  ^  yg,  ^aa<DjAmC  mmdhydi,  *'  in  medio  " 
(§.  196.)=iT«^  madhyi;  but  also  j^9  m6i,  ''to  me,''  j^^  tSi 
and  j^«r<3  thwdis  "  to  thee,"  j^w  hdU  "  to  him,"  with  j^^ 
mif  ^^  ti,  ^QsS^  ihw6,  ^^  ht  I  would,  therefore,  not 
deduce  from  bmdhydimaidhi  forms  like  bar6imaidh6,  still 
less  an  active  bardima  ;  for  in  both  forms  the  y,  which 
favours  the  dU  is  deficient,  and  in  the  latter,  also,  the 
breadth  of  termination  giving  the  appearance  of  a  sepa- 
rate word,  for  which  reason,  in  the  third  person  singular, 
not  buidhydita  but  bmdhyaita  answers  to  the  btUdhydifjncudhS 
which  has  been  mentioned  (Vend.  S.  p.  45.). 

700.  In  the  third  person  plural  the  old  a  of  the  ori- 
ginal diphthong  ai  has  been  retained  unaltered,  but  the  i 
has,  on  account  of  the  following  vowel  of  the  termination, 
passed  into  its  corresponding  semivowel  y,  and  thus, 
yg^^As^  barayen  answers  to  the  Greek  ^poiev ;  and  thus, 
for  the  one  ot  of  the  Greek  optative  in  Zend,  we  have, 
according  to  the  quality  of  the  termination  following,  three 
forms,  viz.  di,  ai,  and  ay.  Frequently,  however,  as  the  third 
person  plural  in  the  mood  under  discussion  of  the  first 
active  form  can  be  quoted,  the  first   person   singular  is, 


«  Vend.  S.  p.  46,  twice;  once,  enoneonsly,  buidhioimaidhS ;  and  once, 
buidhymmaSdS. 
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on  the  contrary,  of  extremely   rare   occurrence,  though  it 
ought  properly    to   be   our   point  of  starting.      It   must 
excite   our  curiosity  to  learn  whether   it  resembles  more 
the   if>€poiv   which  is   to   be   pre-supposed  in  Greek,  and 
which,  §.  689,  we   have    found    supported   by    rpiifxHv,   or 
rather  Latin  forms  like  amemf  or  Sanscrit  as  bhari-y-^m 
(§.  43.).      As  in  the  third  person  plural  barayen  answers  to 
the  Sanscrit  bhari-y-iLs  (from  bhari^'Xint),  so  in  the  first 
person  singular  bara-y-em  might  be  expected  for  bhariyanu 
As,  however,  in  Zend,  if  a  y  precedes  the  termination  etn, 
the  e  is  regularly  suppressed,  after  which  the  semivowel 
becomes   a  vowel,  so  might  barahn     or  bardim  be  antici- 
pated :   neither  of  these  forms,  however,  occurs,  but  one 
with  the  personal  character  suppressed,  and  otherwise  cor- 
responding to  the  second  person  jio>^^  bardie  and  to  the 
third  tA^7>^  bardit,  if  the  J^^^f  rvemoif  which  twice  occurs 
Vendiaad  Sade  p.  359.  is  the  correct  reading ;  and  there 
(^  -^v^S/  (\$*9  kanm  nemoi  zanm  (which  Anquetil  trans- 
lates ** quelle    terre    imaquerai-je''')    really  means   literally 
(in  all  probability)    "  qualem   invocem  terram  ?"'  f      After 
this   follows    jyxi^^   •^S^^S/  ^^)^  hUhrd  nemdi  aySnit  Slc^ 
according  to   Anquetil   "  queUe  priere  choimTai-je^  perhaps 
literally,  "whither  shall  I  go  (jf»^^  aySni ^W^ff^  aydm), 
that  I  may  adore  ?"      We  look   with  eagerness   for  the 
light  which  may  be  thrown  on  this  passage  by  the  aid  of 
Neriosengh's  Sanscrit  translation.      Among  the  other  po- 
tentials of  the  first  conjugation  which  occur  in  the  Vend.  S., 
we  may  here   further   mention  the   frequently-occurring 
upa-zditf  "he  may  beat,""  from  the  root  :ran= Sanscrit  ip^^ 


*  According  to  the  analogy  of  vaim,  «  we,"  for  the  Sanscrit  vayam  ;  for 
after  rejecting  the  a  preceding  the  m  the  preceding  ay  must  be  melted 
down  to  £y  and,  according  to  §.  28.,  an  a  must  be  prefixed  to  the  S, 

t  Compare  with  n^mdt  the  Sanscrit  namas,  '^  adoration/'  from  the  root 
nam. 
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harif  which,  after  rejecting  the  n  of  the  preceding  radical 
vowel,  is  treated  as  though  it  were  the  annexed  vowel  of 
the  first  class ;  in  which  respect  may  be  observed  what  has 
been  before  remarked  regarding  the  Sanscrit  root  ^nr 
dhd  (§.  508.)-  And  xi^^ASf^^^M  iterenaikh  "he  may 
strew  ^  (Vend.  S.  p.  377)  deserves  special  notice,  since  in 
this  word  the  class  syllable  nd  (ninth  class),  after  abbre- 
viating the  df  follows  the  analogy  of  the  short  a  of  the 
four  classes  of  the  first  conjugation ;  and  thus,  in  this 
respect,  As^AAsy^^^^oo)  UerenaJHof  after  withdrawing  the 
middle  final  a,  becomes  similar  to  the  Latin  future  stemet 

(§.  496.). 

701.  In  the  second  conjugation  the  Zend  answers  in  its 
potential  tolerably  well  to  the  Sanscrit,  with  the  exception 
of  the  third  person  plural,  in  which  the  termination  men- 
tioned in  §.  462.  does  not  occur ;  and  also  in  the  middle  the 
somewhat  enigmatical  termination  ran  (§.  613.)  is  repre- 
sented by  a  form  which  corresponds  better  to  the  general 
principle  for  the  designation  of  the  person,  regarding 
which  we  shall  treat  hereafter.  In  the  first  person  sin- 
gular of  the  active,  according  to  §.  61.,  yanm  corresponds  to 
the  Sanscrit  y&m  and  Greek  137V ;  ue.  the  daidhyanm, 
**  I  may  place,  make,""  already  mentioned  above  (§.  442.  5.) 
corresponds  to  the  Sanscrit  ^uit^  dadhydtn  and  Greek 
Tidelrp^.  In  the  second  person,  according  to  §.  56^  is  found 
p»^^  ydo  for  i|T^  yds,  ii/c;  e.g.  ^^^)9fMM  fra^mruydo 
*'  dicaa '"  =siV|Fi|T^  pra-bruyds  (Vend.  S.  p.  451.) ;  and  in  the 
third,  f|Ojai^^  yd^siHi^  ydtf  «J7(t),  e.g.  i»Aj6A;yf7y  kerenuydf 
"faciat"'  (Vend.  S.  p.  457.)  =  |»Jini^  krinuydt  of  the  Veda 
dialect  (p.  117).  I  am  unable  to  quote  the  plural  in  the 
proper  potential,  though  I  can  do  so  in  the  precatiye, 
which  has  completely  the  same  signification,  and  which 
occurs  far  more  frequently  in  Zend  than  in  Sanscrit,  and 
is  distinguished  from  the  potential  only  by  the  removal  of 
the  class  characteristics,  so  that  the  form  of  the  potential 
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may  be  safely  inferred  from  the  precative.  In  the  first 
person  plural  y&ma  stands  for  the  Sanscrit  ydsma  and 
Greek  trffieVf  e.g,  xiifMt^^  6uydma  *  =  Sanscrit  bhuydstna 
(Vend.  S.  p.  312.);  and  hence  I  deduce  the  potential  daidh- 
ydma  from  the  above-mentioned  daidhyanm.  In  the  second 
person,  yaia  (with  the  vowel  of  the  modal  character 
shortened)  stands  for  the  Sanscrit  ydda  and  Greek  itjre  ; 
e.g.  M^Ai^^S)S  buyata,  "  sitW^^^ii^tl^  Ihuydda;  as^as^^om^ 
ddyata  "  detis ''  ^  =  ^IITOT  di-ydstOf  Soifpre,  Hence  I  deduce, 
in  the  potential,  the  form  daidhyata  =  Sanscrit  dadhydtot 
Greek  iiioitire.  Here  the  shortening  of  the  syllable  yA 
is  remarkable  in  comparison  with  the  length  of  quantity 
preserved  before  the  termination  ma  of  the  first  person ; 
and  as  this  contrast  can  hardly  be  fortuitous,  we  must 
perhaps  assume  that  the  termination  tCf  on  account  of  the 
mute  with  which  it  begins,  is  sustained  with  more  diffi- 
culty by  the  language  than  the  termination  mcL,  which 
begins  with  the  lightest  consonants;  and  hence  occasion 
has  arisen  for  weakening  the  preceding  syllable,  in  the 
sense  of  §•  480. 

702.  In  the  third  person  plural  the  combination  of  the  modal 
syllable  yd  with  the  personal  termination  en,  originally  an, 
produces  the  form  yaiin  for  ydn,  according  to  the  analogy  of  the 
first  person  singular  in  yamn  for  ydm.  Before  the  final  nasal, 
therefore,  the  latter  half  of  the  long  d  =a-f  a  has  been 
weakened  to  the  nasal  sound  of  the  Sanscrit  Anusvara. 
We  may  take  as  an  example  f^^^^J^f  nidWiyanrh  "  they 
may  lay  down"  (Vend.  S.  pp.  203,  204),  for  which  I  should 
have  anticipated  vidaiihyann,  as,  in  the  third  person  singular 


*  The  root  bu  shortens  its  vowel  in  the  precative,  compare  Bamouf 's 
Ya<^na,  Note  S.,  p.  152. 

t  Vend.  S.,  pp.  115,  457,  459,  and,  according  to  Bumoufs  Ya^na, 
Note  S.  p.  152,  in  the  still  unedited  part,  p.  556. 

I  According  to  Bamouf,  L  c,  in  the  still  unedited  part  of  the  Vend.  S., 
pp.  542,  543,  548. 


FORMATION  OF  MOODS.  931 

of  the  middle,  xs^^jm^j  j^jm^^  paiii  ni-daUhila,  "  he  may 
lay  down''  (Vend.  S.  p.  282,  ZZ.  2,  7, 12,  17),  is  found  from 
the  root  dath,  from  dd  extended  by  the  addition  of  a  th  (see 
p.  112),  which,  through  the  influence  of  the  y  following,  has 
received  the  addition  of  an  i,  which  in  ni-dithyann  above  has 
remained  alone.  From  the  root  dd^'*  to  give,"  we  should 
anticipate  yK»,5^^  ddyann,  or  perhaps,  with  the  radical 
vowel  shortened,  dayantif  which  comes  very  near  to  the  Greek 
So7ev,  while  the  Sanscrit  dAydsus  (from  dSydsant)  agrees  more 
with  Solrjaav.  The  Sanscrit  annexes,  as  has  been  already 
remarked,  in  its  precative  the  verb  substantive  to  the  root, 
with  the  exception  of  the  second  and  third  person  singular 
of  the  active,  in  which  properly  diydas,  diyaat,  would  be  re- 
quired, which,  in  the  present  state  of  the  language,  according 
to  a  strict  law  of  sound  (§.  94.),  is  impossible,  and  the  lan- 
guage has  therefore  preferred  rather  to  drop  the  auxiliary 
verb  than  the  personal  character ;  thus,  diyds,  diydt,  answer- 
ing to  the  Zend  ddydo,  ddydL  It  is,  however,  very  worthy 
of  remark,  that  the  Zend  abstains  entirely  from  employing 
the  verb  substantive,  and  thus  sides  completely  with  the 
Greek,  only  that  the  latter  agrees  in  Soitjo'av  with  the  San- 
scrit, and  in  iotev  with  the  Zend. 

703.  In  the  middle  voice,  also,  the  Zend  precative  abstains 
from  annexing  the  verb  substantive ;  and  on  the  contrary, 
according  to  the  principle  which  the  Sanscrit  follows  in  the 
potential  (§.  673.),  contracts  the  syllable  yd  to  {,  and  in  the 
plural,  at  least  in  the  third  person,  to  short  i.  While,  there- 
fore, the  Sanscrit  and  Lithuanian  make  common  cause 
through  forms  like  dd-d-dhvam^  di-ki-te  ("deiisr  *'date*'), 
the  previously-mentioned  Zend  form  paiti-nidaithtta  ranks 
with  the  Greek  derro,  since  in  both  a  simple  i  sound  is  com- 
bined with  the  root.     I  view  the  form  yadsh-daithUa,*  which 


«  The  last  portion  of  this  verb  is  radically  identical  with  the  just-men- 
tioned paiti  ni-daithUa :  see  §.  637. 
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often  occurs  in  the  Eighth  Fargard,  as  of  more  importance : 
it  is  everywhere  regarded  by  Anquetil  as  singular,  and  we 
should  be  the  more  easily  led  to  suppose  him  in  the  right,  as 
the  Sanscrit  gives  us  no  direct  information  regarding  this 
form ;  and,  in  fact,  it  has  more  the  appearance  of  a  singular 
than  a  plural,  and  if  once  recognised  as  a  precative  would 
rather  lead  us  to  the  Greek  deiro  than  to  deivro.  The  San- 
scrit supplies  us  with  no  direct  information  regarding  the 

form  j^pjttjjAjjtbi^AjjCL,  yo^^fhdaithita ;  for,  according  to  the 
theory  of  Sanscrit,  we  must  have  expected,  instead  of  the 
termination  t/Ao,  hiran  (from  siran),  and  for  the  abovemen- 
tioned  singular  ita,  hista.  But  as  the  Zend  precative,  in  the 
active^  renounces  the  verb  substantive,  we  may  be  prepared 
for  the  like  in  the  middle ;  and  as,  in  the  third  person  singu- 
lar in  the  potential,  tta  is  formed  from  ydt,  a  similar  ita  in 
the  precative  cannot  surprise  us.  It  is  clear,  however,  that 
daithita  ia  a  precative,  and  not  a  potential,*  since  the  root 
doth,  which  is  extended  from  ddf  in  its  conjugation  follows 
the  first  class,  and  not  the  second,  and  therefore,  in  the  po- 
tential, forms  dathaitOf  and  not  daithilcu  The  third  person 
plural,  daithitOf  however,  answers  neither  to  the  Sanscrit 
potentials  middle  like  dculhiran,  rtOeivro,  nor  to  the  precatives 
like  dhdsiran^  Oeivro ;  but  perhaps  to  the  universal  principle 
of  formation  of  the  third  person  plural  middle,  and,  in  par- 
ticular, to  that  form  which,  according  to  §.  459.,  rejects 
the  7?,  which  belongs  to  the  plural.  Thus,  as^j(3J^  daithUat 
"  they  should  lay,"  agrees  with  the  Sanscrit  forms  like  dadh- 
atdf  **  they  lay,"  and  Ionic  like  hioatou,  TiOearat.  As  this 
rejection  of  the  n  in  the  Sanscrit  middle  special  tenses  has 
become  the  rule  of  the  whole  class  of  the  second  conjugation, 
and  the  precative  agrees  with  the  potential  of  the  second 


*  I  retain  the  terms  derived  from  the  Sanscrit,  though  it  is  unsuitable 
to  distinguish  various  forms  of  one  and  the  same  mood,  as  if  they  were  of 
different  moods. 
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class,  we  are  the  less  surprised  at  finding  the  Zend  dailhita 
deficient  in  the  n.  This  daithitd,  however,  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  contraction  of  daith^yata,  since  the  modal  element, 
which  we  have  seen  above  (§.  702.),  in  the  singular  daithita, 
in  the  form  of  an  i,  must  in  the  plural  become  y  be- 
fore the  termination  ata,  which  the  Sanscrit  requires  in 
the  secondary  forms:  from  yate,  however,  by  casting  out 
the  a,  would  easily  be  formed  Ua  (Compare  p,  760.).  But 
if  the  termination  of  the  third  person  plural  had  always 
been  ita,  we  should  be  unaole  to  perceive  any  reason  why 
the  modal  vowel  should  be  long  in  the  singular  and  short 
in  the  plural  before  the  same  termination. 

"  Remark. — It  remains  further  to  be  shewn  that  the  word 
Ai^y^M^&i^fAsj^  yaSsh'daithitdy  which  has  hitherto  appeared 
isolated,  but  which  occurs  perhaps  seven  times  in  the  Eighth 
Fargard  of  the  Vendidad,  is  (in  spite  of  AnquetiFs  or  his 
Pars!  teacher's  opinion  that  it  is  a  singular)  actually  a  plural. 
We  read  in  Vendidad  Sade  pp.  266,   &c.,   joi^y  au^  mas^ 

Mil^  iff ^39   Ajpf ?fj|  A*»AJ     My39X3J    '^JC^   /f^J*^    /'^^^ii^^^jC^ 

MTff)»Xi  JJ^jCL  **>>***C^  A5»A5^    I<^^yS   /)5»AJfAJJ«}oiA5^  ^^^H^*^^ 

AJp^WAJjebiAS^     j7jA5q)     (^yASp     9)S>»^    l»AJAU    ^^As^iajwoAj^gj 
i^^,5A5^^A)^    A»(3AS»AS     J^JA5q)     A>^AA»q)AS    A)yA)(j)»Al(     -H^;?^ 

kat  td  nard  yadshdayann  anhen  .  .  .  yd  naid  (nasvd?)  ava 
hereta  iund  vd  para^iristahS  mashyihi  vd  dat  mradt  ahurd 
mazddo  yadshdayann  anhen  .  .  •  kava  (leva?)  yiva  yizi  aisha 
nasus  diwighnida  iund  vd  Icerefs-khard  vayd  vd  loerefs-khard 
dat  hvanm  ianum  pairi-yadshdaithiia  geus  maiimana  apdcha 
paiti  avatha  yadshdayann.  According  to  Anquetil  (II. 
p.  336),  '*  Uhomme  sur  le  quel  on  a  port6  quelque  chose  du 
cadavre  d'^un  chien  ou  de  celui  d*un  homme,  est  il  pur? 
Ormuzd  repondit,  il  est  pur ;  comment  ?  Lorsque  Qe  mort) 
a  kt&  regard^  par  le  chien  qui  mange  les  corps,  ou  par  Toiseau 
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qui  mange  les  corps.  II  se  lavera  ensuite  le  corps  avec  de 
Furine  de  boeuf,  avec  de  Teau,  et  il  sera  pur."  So  much  is 
certain,  that  mention  is  here  made,  not  of  one  man«  but  of 
several  {td  nara  yd,  "those  men  who,"  see  §.  231.),  and  that 
yadshrdayann  anken  signifies,  not  "he  will  be  pure,**  but 
"they  are  purified,"  or  "they  become  purified."*  Hence,  it 
is  self-evident  that  yadshdaiihUa,  also,  must  be  a  plural.  I 
translate  verbatim,  "  How  do  those  men  become  (are)  puri- 
fied who  are  touched  by  the  carcase  t  either  of  a  dead  dog  or 
of  a  man?  To  this  Ormuzd  said.  They  become  purified 
where,  or  how  (by  what  means  ?  so  that  yh^u  would  stand 
for  yd'vd  =  Sanscrit  ijif  ^  yina  vd)  ?  If  that  carcase 
touches  them  (P),  either  that  of  a  body-devouring  dog  or 
of  a  body-devouring  bird,  then  they  (those  men)  should  pu- 
rify their  bodies  with  cow  urine  and  with  water :  so  (avatha) 


*  It  may  here  be  added  to  what  has  been  remarked  in  §.  637>  regard- 
ing the  expression  yaStihdayahn^  that  it  might  also  be  the  third  person 
plural  of  the  precative,  the  &  of  the  root  dd^  ^  to  make,"  being  shortened, 
and  the  analogy  of  buyahn^  "  they  may  be,**  being  followed  (see  §.  702. 
and  Bumours  Ya^na,  Note  S.,  p.  152).  The  placing  together  of  two  verbs 
in  the  third  person  plural  would  consequently  rest  on  a  syntactical  pecu- 
liarity, and  yaoshdayahn  anh^n^  "  they  are  purified,"  would  literally  sig- 
nify "  they  are  (that)  they  purify."  The  passive  signification  would  be 
expressed  by  a  periphrasis,  in  which  the  verb  substantive  would  be  com- 
bined with  the  active  expression  of  the  attributive  verb.  To  this  opinion 
I  give  the  preference  above  that  delivered  in  §.  637. ;  and  I  remind  the 
reader,  that,  in  Arabic,  the  imperfect  is  expressed  by  a  circumlocution,  in 
which  the  preterite  of  the  verb  substantive  is  prefixed  to  the  present 
of  the  attributive   verb,  without    the  intervention    of  a  conjunction; 

€,g,  ^^^/JW.  ^Jikana  yqflim,  "he  sate,"  properly  "he  was  he  sits," 
fi)r  "he  was  that  he  sits.**  At  the  end  of  the  passage  quoted  above 
f^^y^yk^AiJ^  yadskdayahn  (to  which  the  preposition  paiti  =  San- 
scrit/^a^t*  belongs)  is  indisputably  the  precative. 

t  I  will  not  affirm  that  avahifrHa  (from  hSrffta,  "borne,**  in  combina- 
tion with  the  preposition  ava)  here  signifies  "  touched";  but  hitherto  I 
liave  not  discovered  any  more  suitable  meaning  for  the  whole  sense. 
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must  they  purify  them.      At  pp.  268,  L.  9,  &e.,  we  read 

t»^J     ^f^JOA     A}^JOjA)^J^ASj^     j7sxyd      ^^JM^      ('^»^     l»ASAU 

A»p^j^7|g^  A}^j^jA)^tb^A)^^As  (^yA5^  (<^»»*  d^^  hvantfi 
tanum  pairi-yaSshdaithita  dp6  (?)  n^i(  maismana  zaita 
hi  paAirim  frcdnddJiayen  dat  yat  M  zasta  ndit  frasndta 
dai  vispanm  hoanm  tanum  ayadshdaithita  kerenSita,  i.  e. 
**  Then  they  should  purify  their  bodies  with  water, 
not  with  urine :  they  should  first  purify  their  hands,  for 
if  their  hands  are  not  purified,  then  they  make  impure 
their  whole  bodies."  Here  it  is  plain,  from  the  palpable 
plural  frainddhayen,  that  yaSshdaithita  also  is  no  other 
than  a  plural,  a5^j(^j^^^a5^^  ayadshdaithita  is  likewise 
the  third  person  plural  of  the  precative  in  combination 
with  the  negative  particle  a.  But  as  above,  in  a  peculiar 
construction  (yadsh  dayann  anhen,  see  p.  944,  Rem.  *)  we 
saw  the  passive  expressed  by  a  circumlocution  of  an 
active  expression  in  combination  with  the  verb  substan- 
tive, so  in  A}^->^/g^3  Asp^^jA5^eb^A5^^  ayadshdaithita  kere- 
ndita  we  see  the  active  expressed  by  means  of  the  auxi- 
liary verb  "  to  make."  Ayadshdaithita  kerenditaf  "  they 
make  impure,  they  make "  (properly  contaminent  faciant) 
should  signify  nothing  else  than  "  they  make  impure,"  and 
is  the  opposite  to  the  abovementioned  passive  yadshda- 
yann  anhen,  where  anhen  {=yBfXW^  dsan,  "they  were,") 
has  a  modal  function,  and  replaces  the  potential  (see  §.  520.). 
The  present  henii  would  scarcely  be  admissible  here, 
though  we  could  exchange  anhen  for  the  present  indica- 
tive.     In  ayaoahdaithita  kerendita  both    verbs  are   in   the 


*  From  thJB  A^,  "  «<•,"  we  see  that  the  Zend  reflexive,  like  the  kindred 
Latin,  German,  Lithuanian,  and  Sclavonic,  unites  with  the  form  of  the 
singular  the  meanings  of  the  plural  numbers. 
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same  mood,  as  the  precative  and  potential  have  the  same 
relation  to  one  another,  that,  in  Greek,  the  aorist  and  the 
present  optative  have.  As  regards  the  form  leerenSitc^  if 
the  reading  is  correct  we  should  perhaps  consider  the  6  to 
be  the  Guna  of  the  class  syllable  ;  then  the  remaining  ita 
would  rest  on  the  same  principle  as  the  termination  of 
yadshdailhitcL  We  might,  however,  explain  kerendUa  also 
in  this  way,  that  the  u  of  the  class  syllable  nu  is  replaced  by 
d,  and  the  verb  in  this  way  brought  into  the  first  conjugation : 
but  I  see  less  probability  in  this  view  of  the  matter ;  for  then 
the  frequently-occurring  barayeut  "  they  may  carry,'*  must, 
in  the  middle,  be  bardita,  which,  as  long  as  such  forms  are 
not  traced  back  with  certainty,  I  do  not  believe,  as  I  should 
rather  conjecture  barayania.  In  respect  to  syntax,  the  use  of 
the  precative  and  potential  in  the  passage  in  question  is  to 
be  noticed  in  a  conditional  conclusion ;  while,  according  to  the 
method  of  other  languages,  the  indicative  would  be  looked 
for.  With  regard  to  syntax  I  will  here  further  mention, 
that  in  another  passage  of  the  Vendidad  (in  Olshausen,  p.  1.) 
the  potential  follows  yidhi  if  in  the  sense  of  the  pluperfect 
of  the  subjunctive — yMhi  ndif  daidhyanm,  *'If  I  had  not 
made  :**  on  the  other  hand,  the  present  after  yizi  is  generally 
expressed  by  the  mood  called  Let,  which  corresponds  to  the 
Greek  subjunctive.  It  need  not  surprise  us  that  each  indivi- 
dual language,  in  the  syntactical  application  of  its  moods, 
follows  its  own  course  in  certain  points:  the  grammatical 
identity  of  forms  in  the  different  languages  is  not,  however, 
destroyed  by  such  syntactical  discrepancy. 

704.  In  a  still  unedited  portion  of  the  Zend-Avesta 
occurs  the  form  Q^qiSI^ssma  dayadkwem*  "ye  may  give,'* 
which  Burnouf  (Ya^na,  Note  D.  p.  38),  as  it  appears, 
regards  as  an-  imperative,  and  renders  by  donnez.  In 
order,  however,  to  regard  dayadhwem  as  the  imperative, 
we  must  be  able  to  prove  that  the  root  dA»  in  Zend,  is 
inflected  according  to  the  fourth  class,  of  which  I  entertain 
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doubts.  I  look  upon  ggoil^DASAAASA  dayadhtuem  as  the  second 
person  plural  of  the  precative  middle,  and,  as  such,  there 
is  nothing  surprising  in  it  (after  our  having  already  seen 
that  the  Zend  precative,  in  both  active  forms,  abstains  from 
annexing  the  verb  substantive),  except  that  the  modal 
character  yd  is  not  contracted,  as  in  the  third  person  sin- 
gular middle,  and  in  all  persons  in  the  Sanscrit,  to  i,  but 
has  merely  shortened  its  4  as  in  the  corresponding  person 
of  the  active,  to  which  Burnouf  has  shewn  the  form  d&yaia 
belongs.  The  middle  dayadhwem  has  shortened  the 
vowel  of  the  root,  on  account,  as  it  appears,  of  the  greater 
weight  of  the  termination ;  and  in  this  respect,  therefore, 
da-^ordhwem  has  the  same  relation  to  dd-ya-ta,  that,  in 
Greek,  Siiofiai  has  to  StSotfii. 

705.  In  the  Sanscrit  and  Zend  potential  there  is  no 
distinction  of  tenses,  except  that,  as  has  been  before 
observed,  the  precative  stands  in  the  same  relation  to  it 
that,  in  Greek,  the  optative  of  the  second  aorist  does  to 
that  of  the  present  Di-yds,  di-ydi,  for  dd-yds,  dd-ydtf  has 
the  same  relation  to  adds,  addt,  that,  in  Greek,  So/i/f,  Sotfj 
(for  i(aifi£t  iialri),  have  to  6$a>s>,  edo).  For  precatives  like 
budhydsf  budhydl,  there  are  no  corresponding  indicative 
forms»  as  the  fifth  formation  of  the  Sanscrit  aorist  is  limited 
to  roots  terminating  with  a  vowel  (see  §•  573.) :  it  may,  how- 
ever, originally  have  occurred  also  in  roots  ending  with  a 
consonant ;  so  that  there  would  have  existed  multiform  pre- 
terites like  abudh-am,  abhvt  (for  abhut-s),  abkut  (for  abhat^t), 
abudhma,  &c.,  to  which  belong  precatives  like  budh-ydsanu 
Veda  forms  like  vidtyam  "  sciam,^  saldyam,  " possirih^ 
gamiyafn,  **  eani''  vdch^mOf  " dicamus "  (Panini,  III.  1.  86.), 
do  not  need  to  be  regarded  as  potentials  of  the  first  class, 
to  which  the  roots  of  these  forms  do  not  belong ;  but  they 
are,  as  it  were,  the  prototypes  of  Greek  aorists  of  the 
optative   mood,   like  rvnotfUf    and    must  be   regarded   as 

derivatives  of  the   aorists  of  the  sixth  formation  {avidam, 

3  p 
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aidkanh  agamantf  av6cham),  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  which 
has  combined  with  the  modal  vowel  i ;  just  as  the  Ghreek 
o  of  Tvvotfu  has  united  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  ennr-o-v 
(which  is  interchanged  in  the  indicative  with  e)  with  the 
modal  vowel.  In  proof  of  the  correctness  of  this  opinion 
may  be  particularly  adduced  the  abovementioned  vdchSma, 
"  dicamus '";  for  there  is  no  other  root  v8chf  which,  if  it 
existed,  could  be  assigned  to  the  first  class,  from  which 
might  be  formed  vdcMma,  according  to  the  analogy  of 
tarpinM,  Tepfroifiev;  there  is,  indeed,  an  aorist  avdcham^ 
which  we  have  explained  above  as  a  reduplicate  form 
from  a-^xxrucham  (for  a-vavacham). 

706.  In  the  Veda  dialect  also  exist  traces  of  modal 
forms,  which  exhibit  the  construction  of  the  Greek  optative 
of  the  first  aorist.  For  example,  tarushhna,  according  to 
the  sense  sssifbl  tanhnOf  **  transgrediamur  ^'  (Panini,  III.  1. 85.X 
but,  according  to  form,  a  derivative  from  an  indicative 
aorist  like  adih-sham,  eiet^a  (§.  555.),  only  not  with  the 
direct  adjunction  of  the  auxiliary  verb,  but  with  the 
insertion  of  a  conjunctive  vowel  u.  But  this  ir^^  taru- 
shima  can  hardly  be  an  isolated  attempt  of  the  language 
at  a  modal  formation,  which  now  appears  to  us  abnormal ; 
but  it  is  probable,  rather,  that,  in  an  earlier  state  of  the  lan- 
guage, which  has  in  this  point  been  transmitted  to  ua 
more  correctly  by  the  Greek,  these  forms  extended  to  all 
aorists  of  the  second  formation  (§.  551.).-  We  may  suppose, 
therefore,  that,  in  an  earlier  period  of  the  language,  a 
precative  of  adiksham  existed,  dik-sMyamt  plural  dik-shSma 
sssiel^cufju,  iei^atfjievf  in  which  the  modal  element  yd,  con- 
tracted to  h  became  a  diphthong  with  the  preceding  vowel, 
in  the  same  manner  as  above  in  hhar-&'y'anu  bhar-^i-ma, 

707.  In  Latin,  the  imperfects  of  the  subjunctive  admit 
of  comparison  with  the  principle  of  formation  of  Greek 
aorists  like  iel^oufjiev,  and  Sanscrit  like  the  presupposed 
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dik^shaima,  and  the  Veda  tarusMma.  In  fact,  sta-^rhnus  is 
surpfrisingly  similar  to  the  Greek  trr^oufiev,  in  so  far  as 
its  r»  like  that  of  eranh  is  a  corruption  of  s,  and  its  S,  like 
that  of  am6mu9,  legtmuSf  a  contraction  of  at  As,  however, 
Hii-bam  is  a  new  compound,  I  cannot  hut  recognise  in  its 
subjunctive,  also,  a  new  formation ;  and  in  this  respect  I 
adhere  to  the  opinion,  which  I  have  already  expressed  in 
my  System  of  Conjugation  (p.  98).  A  subjunctive  da-hem 
from  da-baim  would  be  in  conformity  with  the  indicative 
da-hamt  and  da-ram  from  da-eram  would  be  analogous  as 
an  indicative  to  da-rem.  The  language,  however,  divides 
the  two  roots  of  to  be  at  its  disposal  between  the  indicative 
and  subjunctive,  and  thus  brings  da-bam  and  da-rem  into 
a  certain  degree  of  false  relation,  where  it  appears  as  if 
the  r  of  darem  had  a  share  in  the  expression  of  the  modal 
relation,  which  is  nevertheless  confined  to  the  t  alone  that 
is  contained  in  the  diphthong  i.  It  will  be  readily  ad- 
mitted that  ptmem  (from  poisem)  contains  the  combination 
of  the  verb  substantive  with  pot,  just  as  much  as  pas-sum 
and  pot-eram.  But  if  pos-sem  is  a  new  and  genuine  Latin 
formation,  the  es-sem,  "  I  ate,"'*  which  is  analogous  to  it, 
from  ed^sem,  is  so  also;  and  with  this  agrees,  too,  the 
obsolete  fac-semj  which,  in  form  at  least,  is  an  imperfect, 
as  facsim  is  a  present ;  for  if  these  forms  had  arisen  from 
the  perfect  fed^  they  would  he  fexem,  fexim.  While,  then, 
after  consonants,  the  old  s  is  either  retained  or  assimilated 
to  a  preceding  r  or  Z  {fer-rem,  vel-lem),  between  two  vowels 
it  has  passed  into  r ;  and  this  is  usually  the  case,  as  the 
imperfect  preserves  the  class-syllable ;  thus,  leg-e-rem,  die- 
e-rem  (from  leg-i-rem,  dic-i-rem,  see  §.  554.).  But  if  the 
imperfect  subjunctive  were,  in  its  origin,  connected  with 
the  Greek  optative  aorist,  then  for  dic-e^em  we  should 
anticipate  dixem  =  9et^aifu.  The  forms  es-sem^**!  ate'O  and 
fer-rem  are   established   by  the   circumstance   that    these 

verbs,  as  is  shewn  by  their  affinity  with  the  Sanscrit,  dis- 
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tinctly  belong  to  the  conjugation  without  the  conjunctive 
vowel ;  so  that  es-sem  agrees  with  ^-a,  es-t,  es-(u= Sanscrit 
at'sif  at-iif  at-tha;  fer^em  with /«•-«, /<?r-f,/er-^M= Sanscrit 
bibhar-shi,  bibhar^U  bibhri-tha.  Hence  we  see  that  it  is  in 
no  way  admissible  to  derive  fer-rem  from  fer-e-renh  by 
rejecting  an  e.  We  should  rather  be  compelled  to  explain 
fer-e-rem^  if  this  form  existed,  by  including  it  in  the  prin- 
cipal conjugation  with  the  conjunctive  vowel,  as  from 
e9'9em  has  been  developed  ed-e-rem. 

708.  But  how  stands  it  with  es-senif  "  I  would  be,""  for 
which  we  should  have  conjectured  erem,  corresponding 
with  the  indicative  eram?  But  eram  stands  for  e9am^=^ 
Sanscrit  dsam  (§.  532.) ;  and  from  this  primitive  form  esam 
has  arisen  the  form  esem  (from  esim)f  through  the  com- 
mixture of  the  modal  U  which  is  contracted  with  a  to  ^, 
according  to  the  same  principle  by  which  amem  has  been 
formed  from  the  theme  ama.  If  esem  had  once  been 
formed  from  esam,  then,  in  the  course  of  time,  the  indi* 
cative  parent  form  may  have  followed  its  disposition  to 
change  the  s,  on  account  of  its  position  between  two 
vowels,  into  r,  without  there  being  hence  a  necessity  that 
the  derivative  form  esem,  also,  should  follow  this  impulse ; 
for  it  is  not  a  general  rule  in  Latin'  that  every  s  between 
two  vowels  must  be  changed  into  r.  Through  the  firm 
retention,  therefore,  by  the  subjunctive,  of  the  old,  and 
subsequently  doubled  sibilant,  eram  and  esem,  essem,  stand 
in  the  same  opposition  as,  conversely,  in  Old  High 
German,  was,  "  I  was,''  does  to  wdri,  "  I  would  be,"  in 
which  the  weakening  of  the  «  to  r  has  its  foundation  in 
the  increase  of  syllables  (see  §.  612.).  The  doubling  of  the 
s  in  essem  I  believe  may  be  explained  according  to  the 
same  principle  by  which,  in  Greek,  in  the  epic  language, 
the  weakest  consonants  (the  liquids  and  a-) — occasionally, 
and  under  certain  circumstances,  p— ure,  in  the  common 
dialect,  regularly  doubled.      The  Sanscrit  doubles  a  final  n 
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after  a  short  vowel,  in  case  the  word  foUowisg  begins 
with  a  voweL  If,  then,  which  I  believe  to  be  the  case,  the 
doubling  of  the  s  in  the  Latin  essem,  and  in  the  infinitive 
essCf  is  likewise  purely  of  a  euphonic  nature,  it  may  be 
compared  especially  with  Greek  aorists  like  ereXecro-a,  since 
the  aa  of  these  tenses  likewise  belong  to  the  verb  sub- 
stantive :  observe,  also,  the  Lithuanian  essie,  "  he  may  be  "* 
(§.  474.)-  Regarding  eaa-ofiou,  see  §•  655.  But  should  the 
double  8  in  essem  have  its  foundation  in  etymology,  which 
I  do  not  believe,  then  it  must  be  assumed,  that  when  the 
esem,  which  arose  from  esam,  had  firmly  attached  itself  to 
attributive  verbs  in  the  abbreviated  form  of  sem,  or,  more 
generally,  rem,  and  in  this  position  was  recognised  as 
nothing  else  than  it  really  is,  so  that  the  whole  sS,  M  was 
considered  as  the  modal  exponent,  then  the  root  es  combined 
with  itself ;  according  to  which,  essem  would  properly  mean 
"  I  would  be,"  in  analogy  with  es-sem,  "  I  would  eat,"  and 
pos-senh  "  I  would  be  able."  And  the  analogy  of  es-sem^ 
*'  I  ate,"  and  posaenh  "  I  could,"  as  also  that  oiferrem  and 
vellem,  might  have  so  far  operated  on  essem,  "  I  would  be," 
that,  according  to  their  example,  without  the  languages 
furnishing  any  particular  reason  for  it,  the  consonant  pre- 
ceding the  e  was  doubled.  Be  this  as  it  may,  essem,  and 
the  esem  preceding  it,  remain  in  so  far  a  new  formation, 
as  in  the  Sanscrit  no  mood  whatever  proceeds  from  the 
imperfect,  any  more  than  in  Greek.  The  Latin  sub- 
junctive, therefore,  of  the  imperfect  meets  with  its  nearest 
point  of  comparison  only  in  the  Greek  optative  aorist ; 
since  esem  (eram)  is  produced  from  esam,  just  as  Ttnjfaifii 
from  eriA^a. 

709.  No  trace  of  the  production  of  moods  can  be  shewn 
to  attach  to  the  Sanscrit  reduplicate  preterite  or  perfect.* 


*  I  do  not  agree  with  Westergaard  in  regarding  Veda  forms  like 
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As,  however,  the  potential  of  the  second  and  sixth  aorist 
formation  in  the  Veda  dialect  is»  as  it  were  in  its  moment 
of  extinction,  still  to  be  met  with  in  its  remnants  as 
tarusMma,  gamiyam,  v6ch6yam  (§.  705.),  it  might  be  assumed 
that  the  extirpation  of  the  moods,  which  have  arisen  from 
the  reduplicate  preterite,  only  made  its  appearance  some- 
what earlier,  or  that  the  relics  of  them,  which  have  re- 
mained to  the  period  when  the  Vedas  were  composed, 
may  be  lost  to  us,  together  with  the  memorials  in  which 
they  occurred.  But  if  there  existed  a  potential  of  the 
perfect,  it  is  a  question  whether  the  conjunctive  vowel  a 
(see  §.  614.)  was  retained  before  the  modal  element  or 
not  ?  In  the  former  case,  forms  like  iu-tuphf-amf  tutupS^ 
ttdup&'tf  would  have  arisen,  to  which  would  correspond  the 
Greek  r€Tv<l>otiJu  (from  jerinpoiv^  see  §.  689.),  rerv^^t  rerw^ 
(whence  might  be  expected,  also,  rervipaifUf  &c.) :  in  the  latter 
case,  forms  like  tutupyAm  would  have  existed,  as  prototypes 
of  the  Grothic  subjunctives  of  the  preterite  like  haUudtyau^ 
**  I  might  be  called,"  or  with  the  loss  of  reduplication,  as 
bundyaUf  **  I  might  bind,''  which  would  lead  us  to  expect 
Greek  forms  like  reru0/i;v,  which  must  afterwards  have  been 
introduced  into  the  <a  conjugation.  The  close  coincidence 
of  the  Greek  and  German  forms  makes  the  origin  of  such 
modal  forms  in  the  time  of  the  unity  of  language  very 


msrifydt  as  potentials  of  the  perfect,  but  of  the  intensive  (comp.  §.  515.), 
which,  in  the  Veda  dialect,  presents  several  deviations  from  the  claasical 
language,  and  in  roots  with  middle  ri  (from  or)  exhibits  in  the  syllable 
of  repetetition  a,  more  frequently  a,  and  also,  in  conformity  with  the  com- 
mon dialect,  or :  thus  vdvritUidti  (Rig  V.  dd.  1.)  is  the  Lif  of  the  inten- 
sive, and  vdvridhasva  (Rig  V.  31. 18.)  its  imperfect  middle.  Westeigaard 
also  refers  the  participle  present  middle  tdtrishdnOf  ^'thirsting"  (Rig  V. 
31.  7.),  to  the  intensive,  though  it  might  be  ascribed  to  the  perfect  with 
the  same  justice  as  scurifydt  and  vdvridhasva. 
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probable ;  the  Gothic  forms,  also,  like  haihaiiyau,  are  too 
classical  in  their  appearance  to  allow  of  our  ascribing  to 
them  a  comparatively  recent  origin.  But  if,  nevertheless, 
they  are  specially  German,  and  the  Greek,  as  is  known  of 
a  few  like  t6tv^</lu,  specially  Greek,  then  the  two  sister 
languages  have,  in  fortuitous  coincidence,  only  accorded  a 
wider  extension  to  a  principle  of  modal  production,  which 
already  existed  in  the  period  of  their  unity  with  the 
Sanscrit  and  2jend. 

710.  Latin  perfect  subjunctives  like  amaveMnh  from 
ama-vi-simj  are  nevertheless  new  productions,  viz.  the 
combination  of  the  base  of  the  perfect  with  9im,  **  I  may 
be,""  the  s  of  which,  in  its  position  between  two  vowels, 
has  been  corrupted  to  r ;  and,  on  account  of  this  r,  the  i  of 
amavi,  amavhsti,  has  been  corrupted  to  e  (compare  p.  967.). 
We  might  also,  if  necessitated,  divide  thus,  amav-erinif*  as 
sim  stands  for  esirOf  like  sum  for  esum.  But  in  composi- 
tion there  was  still  more  reason  to  withdraw  the  e  of  ednh 
than  in  the  uncompounded  state ;  and  the  corruption  of  the 
i  to  e  before  an  r  is  too  much  in  rule  not  to  admit  of 
it  here. 

711.  We  here  give  a  general  view  of  the  points  of 
comparison,  which  have  been  obtained  in  treating  of  the 
Sanscrit  and  Zend  potential  and  precative,  and  of  the 
moods  corresponding  to  them  of  the  European  sister 
languages. 

SINGULAR. 
SANSCRIT.  ZKSD,  GREEK.  LATIN.  LITH.  OLD  SCLAV. 

dadydm  ,  daidhyanm  ,  Stioiijv,       duim^,     

dadyds,  dcudhydo,       iiSoitig,  duis,        ....    dashdy^ 

dadydt,  daidhydt        itiotrj,  duit,        <fudie^   daaihdy? 

dadUa  ,  daidita  ,        9tio7To,  


*  So  in  my  System  of  Conjugation,  p.  100. 
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SANSCRIT.         ZEND. 

dadydva,  .  .  .  . 
dadydtanh  .... 
dadydtdm 


DUAU 
GBBBK.  LATIN.         LITH. 


itioirjTOv, 
itioiffniVf 


PLURAL. 


dadydmOf  daidhydma,    iiSoitj/iev,  dmmua, 

dadydla,    daidhyata  ,    iiiolrp-e,  du£tis, 

dadyus  ,   daidhyann  ,  Siidieu,  duint 

1     1/1         13   «    .  1.,    13  *.*.T- 


OIJ>  SCLAV. 

dashdyva. 
dashdyta. 
deuhdyta. 

dashdymy. 
dashdyte. 
like  2d  p. 


dadvran    daidita 


iiioivTo, 


>  For  daddydm^  see  §.  672.  <  §.  442.,  Remark  5,  and  §.  701. 

>  §.  674.  *  §.  677.  ^  §.  684.         «  I  give  only  the  third  person 

singular  and  plural  of  the  middle,  and  for  the  rest  I  refer  the  reader  to  the 
doctrine  of  middle  terminations,  §§•  466.  &c.,  and  to  the  conjugation  of 
a^tya.  ^  §.703.  »  §.701.  »  §.462.  «»  §.702. 

»  §.470.  "  §.613.  »»  §.703. 


SINGULAR. 


SANSCRIT. 


adydnif  act. 
adyds,  act. 
adydJtt  act. 


adiya,  mid. 
adithds,  mid. 
aditoy  mid. 


LATIN.  GOTHIC.    O.  H.  O.     OLD  8CLAT. 

edim^  Hyau,    dzU  .... 

edis,  Steis,      dzis,     yashdy.* 

edit,  Hi,         dzi,       yashdy. 


DUAL. 

adydwh  act.  adivahi,  mid.  .  .  . 
adydtam,  act.  adiydihdm,  mid.  .  .  . 
adydJtdm,  act.  adiydidm,  mid. 


... 


HeifXii     .  . 
Heits,     .  . 


.  .      •  . 


yashdyva- 
yoxhdytcu 
yaahdyta. 


PLURAL. 


adydma,  act.  ddimcJuf  mid.    edimus,  Heima,  dzimis,  ycahdymy. 
adydia,  act.    adidhvam,  mid.  editis,    ileith,    dztt,      yashdyte. 
adyuSf  act.      adiran,  mid.      edint,     ^ieina,   dziru     like  2d  p. 

^  The  middle  of  oc?  is  not  used  in  the  present  state  of  the  language 
which,  however,  does  not  prevent  us  from  annexing  it  here  on  account  of 
the  theory.  ^  §.  674.  »  §§.  675.  676.  *  §.  677. 
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SANSCRIT. 

deydSf* 
deydt,^ 


SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

KBND. 

GREEK. 

SANSCRIT.           OREBK. 

ddyamn^ 

ioirfv. 

dSydgva, 

ddydu. 

ioiff^- 

dtyastdm,     ioltfrovi 

dAy&tj 

ioiff. 

dij/dstdm^     ioirjTViv, 

PLURAL. 


SANSCRIT. 

diyAnmcLf 

dSydstOf 

dSydsua, 


ZEND. 

ddyAmOf 
ddyaioj* 
ddyann. 


GREEK. 


iotrfjxev. 


*  For  <%d«zm,  see  §.  680. 

*  I  belieye  I  am  right  in  giving  this  form  instead  of  the  tfyahm  men- 
tioned in  §.  680. 

'  §.  703.,  conclusion. 

*  For  liaydto,  see  §.  701. 


SINGULAR. 

DUAL. 

SANSCRIT.                      UTH. 

SANSCRIT. 

lilTH. 

ddxt-y-^f 

ddsi'vahit 

d&ki'wa} 

ddsi'shfhdM,^     duki. 

ddst-y^dhdm,* 

dUki-ta. 

ddsi-shiha^ 

ddsi-y-Astdm,^ 

PLURAL. 

SANSCRIT.             UTH. 

ddst-mahU 

duki-me. 

ddsi-dhvamf 

dXiki'te. 

ddsi-ran^ 

«... 

■ 

>  See  §§.  600.  080.                >  §.540. 
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VERBS. 


SANgCRIT.  ZEND. 

bhar&y-am,^  bardi,^ 
bhari-s,         bardi-s,'' 


bkari-tt         bardi-t. 


bhari-vch 

bharMam^ 

bhari-tdm, 


SINGULAR. 
OBBEK.  LATIK. 

(<f>epoi-v,)    fetam^ 


GOTHIC. 


O.  H.  (L 


K  bcdrai'89         ber^-St 


fera-U 


! 


bhari-la,       barai-ta,       <l>€poi'TOt 


bairaif  biere^ 

baircordau^     .... 


DUAL. 

bahrai'Vat 

if^epoi'TOVt      bairai^tSf 

^poi-Tviv,     


PLURAL. 


bharS-ma^     baraS-ma,^     i>€pot'iJLevA  'Ifcoiraiina,      berS-mh^ 

I  fera-muSf ) 

bhari-ta,       bara&-la^       i/^epotTe,   \\,    .  ./     \  bavrairth,        bef^, 

I /era-its,     ) 

bharS'fj'Us,    baray-en,      ihepoi^ev,   \   .         'J  bairal-na,       beri-n, 

(fera-ntf     f 

bhar&^an,     baray^nia?  (f^epoi-vTOj      bidrai'ndau^  .... 
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SINGULAR. 


SANSCRIT.     '    ZEND. 

GREEK. 

LATIN. 

OOTH. 

OLD  SOLAY. 

vahS-y-am,  vazdi. 

{expt'vj 

veham. 

5 

viga-Uy 

•     •     •     • 

vahi-Sf         vazdi'Sf 

erxpt-s* 

Ivehd'S,  ) 

vigai-89 

vah^t,         vazdi-t. 

exoh 

vehe^ 

•                » 

veha-i,  . 

vigau 

0.10 

vahi-ta,       vazaS'ta,        expi-ro, 


8 


vigai-dauy      .  .  . 


DUAL. 


vaM-vOy 

.... 

•  •  •        .... 

tngcU-va, 

ffeiye-va. 

vahe-tams 

.... 

exoiToy,     .... 

vigai-ts, 

ve^ye-ta. 

vahi'idm. 

*  •  •  • 

expi'TTjv,     .... 

PLURAL. 

•  •  .  . 

ve^ye-ta. 

,  ^  .      '  0     «^  j  vehS-^mus,  1    .     .  11 

vahe-ma,      vaza&^fia,      expt-fiev,  S     ,  >  utgrat-mo,      ve^ye-m, 

lAM  41   ^       "     ^        (vehS-tis,     )    .     .  ^,  „      . 

vahe-ta,       vazae-tcLt       e^oi-re,    ^     14  /•      Jvij'at-^/r,        ve^ye-ie, 

vaM-y-us,    vetzayhu       ^oi-ev,       vehe-nt,       vigai-na,       like  2d  p. 

*f  8 

vaM-ran,     vazay-anta?  exocvro,     ....  viyair^dau,     .... 

»  §§.  688.  689.  »  §.  700.  '  §.  689.  *  §§.  691.  692. 

693.  *  §.  694.  «  §.  694.  condusion.  ^  §.  699.  «  §.  468. 

9  §.706.  *<^  §.  696.  >*  §.696.,  in  which  we  ought  to  read 

BE^'blil  veiyem  for  Be^&Mbl  veiyemy. 


SINGULAR. 
ELANSCRIT.  LATIN. 

tishthe-y-^mf      ste-m, 
tishthS-i,  ate-t. 


PLURAL. 
SANSCRIT.  LATIN. 

tishthi-iTia,      slS-mus. 
tishthe'ta,        sL&-tvt. 
tishth^i/'USf    ste-nJt. 
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VERBS. 


SINGULAR. 


PRESENT. 

Sarucnt.  Carmokm. 


POTENTIAL  IMPERFECT. 


smayA-mh 
smaya-sU 
smaya'iif 


.1 


smeyarm^ 
smeya^sht 
smeya-^f), 


Sanscrit^ 

smayai-y^TTh 

smayai-s, 

smayai-t. 


Camiolati. 

smeyay^im). 

smeyay(9). 

8miyay(0. 


DUAL. 


smayd-fXMf  smeya-va, 
smaya-thas,  smeya-ia. 
smaya-tas,        smiya-ta. 


smayd-mast      smiya-nuh 
smayortha,        smeya-ie, 
smaya-ntit        smiyay^f 


smayat'VCh 

smayai'tam, 

smayai'tdnh 


smeyay-ra, 
smeyay-ta^ 


PLURAL. 


smayat-mat 

9mayai4a^ 

smayai-y-uSf 


ameyay-mo. 
smeyay-te. 


1  The  active  of  imi,  *^  to  laugh,"  which,  hy  Guna^  forms  smS^  and  hence, 
with  a  the  class  Yowel,  smaya^  is  not  used  in  the  present  state  of  the  lan- 
guage, and  stands  here  only  on  account  of  the  surpriung  resemblance  be- 
tween tmaydmi  {^smaydntt)  and  the  Camiolan  word  of  the  same  mean- 
ing,  smhfam  (see,  however,  N.  ^),  as  also  between  the  potential  smayiyatn 
=sfnaiyaiyam  and  the  Camiolan  imperative  smhf{af{m\  &c 

'  I  here  express  the  Sanscrit  diphthong  ^,  according  to  its  etymological 
value,  by  oi,  in  order  to  exhibit  the  more  clearly  the  remarkable  analogy 
of  the  Sanscrit  potential  to  the  Camiolan  imperative  (see  §.  697- )• 

*  The  diphthong  at  is  expressed  in  Camiolan  by  ay.  R^aiding  the 
loss  of  the  personal  terminations  and  the  similarity  of  the  three  persons 
singular  which  proceeds  from  it,  see  §.  697. 

*  Is  expressed  by  a  periphrasis  formed  of  the  present  indicative  with 
the  particle  nay, 

^  Regarding  the  y  preceding  the  termination  o  see  §.  698. ;  but  if  the  jf 
of  mnSyay-o  is  connected  with  aya,  the  characterstic  of  the  Sanscrit  tenth 
dassj'as  is  usually  the  case  in  veibs  in  am,  then  smiy-am  is  properly  based, 
not  on  smaydmi  of  the  first  class,  but  on  sm&yay&mi  of  the  tenth ;  accord- 
ing to  which  «mi,  also,  is  inflected  (also  in  the  middle  only),  and  smeya-yo 
is  therefore  ^=smdyayanti.  But  if  this  is  really  the  case,  as  I  believe  it 
is,  then  for  our  present  object — viz.  in  order  to  place  in  a  clear  light  the 
analogy  of  the  Camiolan  imperative  to  the  Sanscrit  potential  in  a  verb  of 
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kindred  root,  it  would  be  better  to  contrast  with  the  Camiolan  tmeyam 
the  word  tma^mi^  which  is  more  similar  to  it  than  smayayami^  though 
the  affinity  of  the  latter  is  greater.  For  the  rest,  the  Camiolan  in  the 
third  person  plural  present  extends  the  termination  yo,  by  an  abuse,  even 
to  verbs  which  have  not  the  yi  e.g.  most  verbs  of  Kopitar's third 
e3cample*  correspond  to  Dobrowsky's  third  conjugation  in  Old  Sclavonic 
and  therefore  to  the  Sanscrit  first  class.  The  third  person  plural,  there- 
fore, should  not  be  ^rM^o  but  griso  ^Sanscrit  gra^-a-nd;  and,  in  £Eu;t, 
many  verbs  of  this  dass  may,  in  the  third  person  plural,  employ  6  in- 
stead of  eyo  (Kopitar,  p.  387);  as  nesd^  '^they  cany"  (for  nheyo  or 
nes^o)  =01d  Sclavonic  tiesuty  ftom.  nes-o-nty  (see  §.  255.  g.).  The  y  of 
forms  like  griseyo  may  also  be  regarded  as  a  euphonic  insertion  to  avoid 
a  hiatus,  as,  in  Sanscrit,  bharS-y-am^  '^  I  may  carry"  (§.  689.) ;  but  even 
with  this  exphmation,  which  I  prefer,  griteyo^  ^  they  bite,"  remains  an  un- 
organic  form,  since  then  the  conjunctive  vowel  of  the  Sanscrit  first  dass  re- 
mains contained  in  it  doubled,  once  as  6,  as  mgris-e-te^  ^^  yebite,''=^YU-a- 
ffta,  and  next  as  o,  which,  in  Camiolan,  appears  as  the  termination  of  the 
third  person  plural,  but  ought  properly  only  to  be  the  supporter  of  the 
dropped  termination,  and  which  corresponds  to  the  Greek  o  of  Xe^-o-vr<, 
while  the  e  of  gris-e4e  coincides  with  the  Greek  e  of  X^-s^re.  In  both 
languages  the  nasal  of  the  termination,  retained  or  dropped,  exerts  an  in- 
fluence on  the  colouring  of  the  conjunctive  vowel  (see  §.  255.  g.).  We 
must  further  notice  here  the  Camiolan  verb  ddm,  ^^  I  give,"  since  it  is 
clear  that  in  the  third  person  plural  ddyo  (or  (kq/d)  the  y  is  a  euphonic 
insertion,  which  is  dropped  in  the  more  genuine  dado  (=Sanscrit  dadati  for 
dadanti,  **  they  give"),  since,  in  this  word,  the  d  prevents  the  meeting  of 
the  a  and  o,  and  thus  the  insertion  of  a  foreign  letter  is  rendered  unneces- 
sary. In  da94e^  "ye  give,"  doM-tti^  "ye  two  give,"  "they  two  give,"  we 
have  forms  exactly  coinciding  with  the  Sanscrit  dat4lui^  dctt-thas,  dat-Uu 
(see  §.  496.).  With  the  form  das^e,  "ye  give,"  may  be  compared,  in 
Zend,  the  form  dai-ta^  which  perhaps  does  not  occur,  but  may  be  safely 
conjectured  to  have  existed  (see  §.  102.). 

712.  It  remains  to  be  remarked,  with  respect  to  the 
Gothic  subjunctive,  that  those  weak  verbs  which  have 
contracted  the  Sanscrit  class  character  aya  to  6  (=a+a) 


*  Griwrn^  "  I  bite,"  is  perhaps  akin  to  the  Sanscrit  gras^ "  to  devour"; 
therefore  grU-e-m^  grU^-th^  •ssgras^mi,  groi-a-^ 
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(see  §.  109  ^  6.)*  are  incapable  of  formally  denoting  the  modal 
relation,  since  i  in  Gothic  does  not  combine  with   an   d 
preceding  it;  but  where  6i  would  occur,  the  i  is  swallowed 
up  by  the  6 ;  hence  friySs  means  both  amas  and,  ames,  and, 
in   the   latter   case,  stands  for  friydia  ;*  so  in  the  plural 
friydth  means  both  anuUis  and  amHis,      In  the  third  person 
singular  yriyd,  ^'amet'''  ({or  JriySUh)  is  only  unorganically  dis- 
tinguished  from  friydthf  since  the  subjunctive,  according 
io  §.  432.,  has  lost  the  personal  character.      The  Old  High 
German  subjunctives  like  scdbde,  aalbSSst  salbdSmes,  are  unor- 
ganic,  since  the  6  of  scJbdisy  &c.  (which  is  shortened  in  the 
auslaui)  is  a  contraction  of  ai  (see  §.  78.),  of  which  the  a 
must  belong  to  the  class  character.      But  in  the  d,  there- 
fore, which  is  equivalent  to    a  +  a,  the  whole  of  the  primi- 
tive form  ^n  aya  is  contained,  with  the  exception  of  the 
rejection    of  the   semi-vowel  :   there   does   not,  therefore, 
remain    any  other  a,  which   might,  had    it  existed,  have 
been   contracted    with    the    modal-vowel    i  to  ^.      Hence 
we    must    assume    that    the   6  has   found    its    way  into 
this  class  of  verbs  only  through  a  mal-introduction  from 
those  verbs  where  it  has  a  legitimate  ground  for  entering, 
at  a  time  when  the  language  was  no  longer  conscious  that 
the  last  half  of  the  6^ai  belongs  to  the  modal  designation, 
but  the  former  half  to  the  derivation.      Such  is  the  case, 
for   example,  with   forms  like   haMis,  **  habeas^   habSSmSs^ 
"  habeammy^  in  which   the   first  i  contains   the  two   first 
elements   of   the   class   syllable   ^n  aya  (which  are  alone 
represented  in  the  indicative   hab-i-^,   hab-S-Sf  see  p.  lio); 


*  I  am  not  of  opinion  that  in  the  indicative,  also,  we  should  derive  $alb6$ 
from  salbois^  and,  in  the  first  person,  8alb6  from  uUhSa ;  for  as  in  mg-a-t 
vig'is,  vig-i-th  (see  §.  507.,  Table),  the  a  and  i  belong,  not  to  the  personal 
sign,  hut  to  the  derivation  or  class  syllable,  so  in  saU>-^\  ttalbJi-s^  salbd^th^ 
the  6  only  represents  the  a  of  the  strong  conjugation,  which  is  interchanged 
with  i :  the  personal  termioations,  however,  are  as  complete  as  in  the 
strong  conjugation. 
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but  the  second  4  contains  the  last  a  in  contraction  with 
the  modal  vowel  t ;  so  that,  therefore,  in  varfnanSis  the 
second  i  coincides  with  the  Sanscrit  i  of  mdmjfSs  and  the 
Latin  d'of  mone&s  (from  moneaisi  see  §.  69h\  and  the  first, 
t  with  the  Latin  e  and  Sanscrit  ay,  which  we  have  seen 
above  (p.  lio)  also,  in  the  Prakrit  mdifimif  contracted  to  t. 
The  Gk>thic  does  not  admit  the  diphthong  ai  twice  together 
uninterruptedly;  hence,  habais,  ^'habedar  stands  in  disadvan- 
tageous contrast  with  the  Old  High  German  hibHsf  and  is 
not  distinguishable  from  its  indicative. 

713.  The  Veda  dialect  possesses  a  mood  which  is 
wanting  in  the  classic  Sanscrit,  and  which  occurs  in  the 
Vedas  even  only  in  a  few  scanty  remnants :  it  is  called, 
by  the  Indian  Grammarians,  Lit,  and  is  rightly  identified 
by  Lassen  with  the  Greek  subjunctive.  For  as  Tsiyci^^ev, 
Key-jf^e,  Key-c^fiou,  A^y-j^-rai,  Xey-oi-vTai,  are  distinguished 
from  the  corresponding  indicative  forms  \ey-0"/xev,  XeY-c-re, 
^ey-o-fiou,  Xiy-e^ai,  Ke^or-vrt,  only  by  the  lengthening  of 
the  vowel  of  tho  class-syllable,  so,  in  the  Veda  dialect, 
pat'drti,  ^  cadaJb,^''  is  in  like  manner  distinguished  from 
pat-orti, "  cadW''',  grihyd-ni'di,  "capiantur,^^  from  grih-ya^tdS, 
"  capiuntur'''';  only  that  in  the  latter  form  the  tendency  of 
the  mood  under  discussion  to  the  utmost  possible  fulness 
of  form  is  manifested  in  this  also,  that  the  final  diphthong 
^  (ssat)  is  augmented  to  di,  in  agreement  with  the  first 
person  imperative,  which  in  general  accords  more  with 
the  mood  L^f  than  with  the  other  persons  of  the  impera- 
tive, since  the  person  of  the  imperative  which  corresponds 
to  the  first  person  plural  middle  bibhrimahi,  "  we  carry j**" 
is  hibhardmahdi. 

714.  In  Greek,  neither  the  subjunctive  nor  any  other 
mood  is  derived  from  the  imperfect,  but  in  Vedic  San- 
scrit the  mood  Lit  comes  from  it ;  as  also  in  Zend,  which 
uses  this  mood  very  commonly,  and,  indeed,  principally 
in   the   imperfect   tense,    but   with    the   meaning  of  the 
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subjunctive  present ;  as,  char-d-t,  "  eat,"'  from  mas7as^  char- 
a-t,  "  ibat'*^;  van-d-t,  **  degtruat!"  from  t»>AfjJ^  van-a-f,  "rfe- 
struebat''^;  f^^A^d pat^an-n^  "twfew^"'  (for pai-d-n,  see  §.  702. )» 
/^^  bar-anrfif  ^'ferantr  ffom  pai-i-n,  bar-e-n,  or  rather 
frx)m  their  primitive  forms  pat-a-Uf  bar^orn.  Thus  in  the 
Veda  dialect,  pat-d-ffif  *'  cculavh''  from  apat-atn,  **  cadebam  '*"; 
prachddaydt,  "  indUtf''  from  prdchddroya-U  "  incUabaiJ''* 

715.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Sanscrit  potential  and 
precative,  and  the  moods  in  the  kindred  languages  which 
may  be  classed  with  them,  are  connected  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  formation  of  the  LU^  or  Greek  subjunctive,  in  so  far 
as  the  auxiliary  verb  contained  therein,  which  these  moods 
share  with  the  future  (see  §.  670.)»  has  a  long  d  as  the  con- 
junctive vowel,  while  the  future  has  a  short  a.  Consequently 
the  Sanscrit  dad-ydt  and  dt-ydtf  the  Zend  daidh-^dt  and 
dd-ydtf  the  Greek  itio-iri  and  io-n;,  would  properly  signify, 
"he  would  give,"'  and  thus  this  mood  would  be  only  a 
more  polite  form  of  the  IM,  or  subjunctive,  as  our  expres- 
sion, **  Ich  bitte,  mir  dies  gestojtten  xu  woSen,'*'*  *'  I  pray  you 
to  be  willing  to  allow  me  this,"'  is  more  polite  than  the 
abrupt  "mir  dies  zngestatteru  "  to  allow  me  this/'  On  the 
other  hand,  the  future  dd-s^ati  signifies  **  he  will  give,**"* 
or,  literally,  "  he  will  be  giving ;"  a^d  the  "  willing  **'  ia 
here  not  an  expression  of  politeness,  but  the  symbol  of 
the  time  not  being  the  present  ;  or  it  denies  the  present 
in  a  i^s  decided  manner  than  is  the  case  in  the  aug- 
mented preterites  by  the  a  of  negation. 
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